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Mr. ORR. If the gentleman would state the 
form of motion he would make for that reference, 
he will oblige me. 

Mr. MILLSON. \ 
in the distribution to the appropriate committees 
of the various parts of the President’s annual 
message. P 

Mr. HAVEN. [ wish the ear of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. I know that he wants todo 
right in this matter. He proposes to refer to the 
diflerent committees of the House all claims 
reported on by the Court of Claims—not only 
those reported upon favorably, but those reported 
upon sdvcenaly. The law provides that the 
claims which they shall report against shall go 
upon our Calendar, and be there acted on. The 
words are these: 

‘All claims reported upon adversely shall be placed upon 
the Calendar when reported, and, if the decision of said 
court shall be confirmed by Congress, said decision shall! be 
conclusive,” &e. 

Mr. MILLSON. j 
from New York, though I do not remember the 
srovisions of the act in reference to favorable 
-eports that are made, yet, sir, itstrikes me as not 
having been in the contemplation of Congress 
that the Court of Claims 
several reports in any one bill. It was obviously 
the intention of Congress, that when the Court of 
Claims had investigated and reported upon various 
claims, a separate bill should be presented to 
Congress for each case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will ask the 
gentleman from Virginia whether the Committee 
on Claims have not, just as the Court of Claims, 
jurisdiction of all claims, of whatever class and 
basis, referred to them by the House? If they 
have only jurisdiction of one class of cases, what 
is that class ? 
have jurisdiction of all cases of claim. Some- 
times such cases are referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads—cases arising 
under contracts for carrying the mail. They 
have been so referred, because the claimants 
think they will stand a better chance there than 


t 
j 


before any other committee; but the Committee | 


on Claims have jurisdiction of all classes and 
character of claims without regard to how they 
have arisen. 

Mr. MILLSON. j 
the Committee on Claims have jurisdiction of all 
claims which may be referred to them; and that 


certainly would be one mode of answering the | 


objection of the gentleman from New York; but 
at the same time I ought to say that 1 do not 
think it would be just to the committee, or just 
to the public, to refer all claims reported by the 
Court of Claims to the Committee on Claims 


for the reason that that committee cannot be sup- 
posed to have as accurate information on the va- | 


rious subjects as the different committees whose 
duty itis to inform themselves each of its own 
subject. Since the gentleman from New York 
addressed to me the inquiry which he did, I have 
examined the te doad 


it; for, sir, there is nothing whatever in the law 
which favors the idea that it ever was the inten- 
tion of Congress that this Court of Claims should 
present a general omnibus bill containing appro- 
priations for the satisfaction of all claims upon 
which they may have favorably passed. 

It was obviously the intention of Congress 
that the Court of Claims should report separate 
bills applicable to each case, or, if they ever 
consolidated two or more cases in one bill, they 
Should be cases of a similar nature—cases con- 
gruous, relating to the same subject, and easily 
examinable by the same committee. But whether 
this was so or not, even upon the idea the gentle- 
man from New York takes for granted, (though 
I think I have successfully controverted it,) that 
the court may properly report one bill upon 
Various incongruous subjects, there is no more 
difficulty in referring the various matters con- 
tained in it to separate committees than there has 


heretofore been in distributing the different parts | ofclaim 


39 


We would do just as we do 


I will say to the gentleman | 


should consolidate | 


It seems to me that that committee | 


It is undoubtedly true, that | 


it confirms the opinion | 
which I expressed just now before I examined | 
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of the President’s annual message, which is also 
a.unit, to the various committees having charge 
of the different subjects embraced in it. The ob- 
ject of the law was to invite the examination and 
opinion of the Court of Claims, as we sometimes 
invite the examination and opinion of the heads 
of Departments. It is a common thing for the 
committees of this House themselves to address 
inquiries to the heads of the Departments, re- 
quiring their views as to the justness of a par- 
ticular demand. Is their report referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and substituted 
for the report of a standing committee? Unques- 
tionably not. Nay, sir, | have even a stronger 
illustration than that. A case may be deliberately 
examined and reported upon by one of the com- 
mittees of the Senate; let even the Senate itself 
confirm that report, and pass a law in conformity 
to the views of the committee, what has been 
our course in such cases, where legislative cour- 
tesy and comity might seem to prompt to a dif- 
ferent one? Will the gentleman oak New York 
say that the report of the Senate committee, and 
the confirmation of that report by even the unan- 
imous sanction of the Senate, would supersede 
the necessity of inquiry before one of the stand- 
ing committees of this body? 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman desires an 
answer, [ say, most distunctly—I would not. 
But the case is like unto this, more than the one 
to which he has likened it: A case has been re- 
ferred to a committee of this House, and that 
committee reports fully its opinion and all the 
facts; and when it comes into this House, we do 
not refer it to another committee of the House 
before it is referred to the Committee of the 
Whole and acted upon. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
commitice? We refer not only the opinion and 
papers, but the evidence taken by the Court of 
Claims. The object of establishing the Court of 
Claims was to get additional evidence, to secure 
to the Government the opportunity of cross- 
examining witnesses, and of bringing in evidence 
on their own behalf. Then you refer to the 
House committee, not the original case as it 
appeared before it at first, but the revised case, 
the altered case, as it comes from the Court of 


| Claims. 


Then, sir, I say, as you would not dispense 
with an examination by one of your own com- 
mittees,even in a case where the Senate commit- 
tee had examined the claim,and the Senate itself 
had adopted their report, why will you dispense 
with this examination upon the mere report of 
three gentlemen, of whatever qualification, who 
may, in obedience to the law, submit their opin- 
ion and report? 

I say, then, in conclusion,—for I have already, 
in consequence of interruptions on all sides, occu- 
pied four times as much of the time of the House 
as | intended,—what I said when I commenced, 
that, in my judgment, it is most important that 
the House should proceed cautiously now in es- 
tablishing arule which will not expose the public 
Treasury to the demands of any other body than 
the appointed representatives of the people. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If { agreed with the gentle- 
man from Virginia, I should say that that court 


| should not be considered as a judicial tribunal, 


but as a committee to aid outsiders and appli- 
cants—a sort of committee of the third House to 
Congress—to bring forward claims in the best 
manner, to be referred to committees, who should 
have all the trouble of inquiry over again, as if 
no Court of Claims had been instituted. It would 
save us but a little trouble to have a report of all 
the facts in a judicial way, at the expense of the 
nation, and it would help the applicants to the 
proof. It would also serve the purpose of getting 
up a collateral branch of the Government, to pay 
another set of office-holders. We took great 


| pains in the establishment of that court, and it 


was strongly demanded by the people. In Eng- 
land and France, and I believe in every country 
in Europe, the judicial tribunals try these matters 
tween the Government and individuals, 


| reason. 


have some knowledge about. 
| this House which has given more satisfaction to 


What do we refer to the | 


| objection to that. 
| ber of that committee. 


| something of this bill in its origination. 
have just as much confidence in this Court of 


| to the subject-matter of a private bill? 
| sure, the gentleman who wishes to get a claim 
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and their decision is considered conclusive. They 
do not go to the legislative department afterwards 
for adjudication. 
ant caution—we require the court to report their 
decisions to Congress. 


But we have taken more abund- 


But the idea of kee ping 


up aconeurrent jurisdiction with that court, or as 
a court of appeals, to bring the claims all back 

{again to this House, and distribute them to the 
committees, where most of them will receive no 
attention, is a perfect farce, and an insult to that 
court. 


1 am of opinion that the bills should be referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House for another 
While I mean no disparagement to the 
standing committees, and certainly not to my 
own, I may say I have learned more upon every 


| question in this House in the Committee of the 


Vhole House than I have in committees. 

It seems to me that the arguments of my friends 
from New York and South Carolina are conclu- 
sive. Besides, this is a question which the people 
There is no act of 


the people generally than the establishment of the 


| Court of Claims. “The people have talked more 
| through the public press in reference to our action 


in favor of claimants before Congress, and made 
more charges of corruption in that respect, than 
they have in reference to any other one thing. 


| When we established the Court of Claims, they 


took it for granted that we had some confidence 


in their adjudications, and that we were not to 


go over the whole matter again in this House, 
and assume to know so much more than the 
judges in the matter of claims. I hope the bill 
will be referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| House. 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. If, Mr. Speaker, 


| it be the will of the House to dispense perma- 


nently, forever hereafter, with the services of the 
Committee on Claims, I certainly can have no 
I have the honor to be a mem- 
I was a member of that 
committee last year, when the bill was matured, 
reported, and passed; and I profess to know 
Now, I 


Claims as any other gentleman in this House can 
have; but I, for one, cannot agree to substitute a 
permanent court for a committee of this House, 
which, under the rules,is constituted every Con- 
gress for the special purpose of its being respons- 
ible. Responsible to whom? Why, to the 
House. The court is a permanent institution. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman 
on the other side, on whom will we, in a debate, 
when in Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, call for information in regard 
To be 
g 

through this House may be well informed, but 
there will be no gentleman in the House to give 
information, who will be responsible, who will 
be under anything more than a mere general 
responsibility. 

Great difficulties were heretofore found in getting 


| at the facts and the law of claims. From the very 


foundation of this Government the Committee on 
Claims has had jurisdiction over the subject mat- 
ter of claims, and that committee was responsible 


| to this House, so that a member might at any 


time rise in his place and demand information in 
regard to claims. The difficulty experienced in 


' the Committee on Claims was this, that under 


the general law all evidence was ex parte. It 
consisted of records of the Departments, of state- 
ments of officers, and of general information ob- 
tained by the committee. Another way of getting 
evidence was by report, or by letters or certifi- 
cates of gentlemen who had some knowledge of 
the facts. So the evidence was always ex parte; 
and the object of establishing the court was merely 
to get at sworn testimony, and to enforce the 
rules of law as applicable to all these cases; and 


| that then the committee, taking up the law and 
| these facts just like masters in chancery, should 
| then report to and be responsible to this House 
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on principles not embraced within the jurisdic- {i 


tion of this court. 

| certainly can have no personal objection to 
relieving this Committee on Claims entirely from 
any labor—certainly not; but I wish gentlemen 
to understand precisely the principles on which 
this bill originated. The Court of Claims has a 
limited jurisdiction. If gentlemen will just reflect 
for a few moments, they will remember that there 
is no limit to the jurisdiction or power of this Con- 
press except by the Constitution of the United 
States. Why- sir, the right of petition is not 
only sacred, buta man has a pertect and undis- 
puted right to come before this body at any time, 
and ask Congress to appropriate any amount of 
money, without rhyme or reason; and if Congress 
he of opinion that the case is a meritorious one, 
they can exercise jurisdiction, dispense with the 
rules of law and equity, and grant the appropri- 
Now there is not a gentleman on this floor 
who entertains the idea that that court could do 
such athing as that. It never was thought of to 
give them such jurisdiction, The great design of 
th 
the House and to the Committee on Claims the 
outlines of the case, the legal rules and the facts. 
And then arises another jurisdiction, And 1 say 
to the gentlemen who have spoken on the other 
side that, after a little « Xperience, they will find (I 
speak advisedly on this subject) that that court 
wil report to this House bills in which they will 
declare to you that they have no jurisdiction, and 
will yet recommend them to the equity of this 
body. ‘There are cases, I repeat, which that 
court, having a circumscribed jurisdiction, acting 
under general rules and laws—laying down these 
Jaws, and living up to their provisions—cannot 


“tion. 


bill organizing it was to have furnished to | 


millions of dollars. There are cases—hundreds || TheSPEAKER. Whena gentleman who has 
| of them, over which the Court of Claims has no | 
jurisdiction, but which fall strictly and entirely 


within the purview of the Constitution; and it is 
on that account that I think the reports should be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I repeat, 


however, that, so far as that committee is con- | 
cerned, they have no objection to your relieving | 


them from labor. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, 

the object of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

is, first, to clothe the Court of Claims with the 


I desire to be informed if | 


power of adjudicating on these cases, and then 


clothe one of the committees with the power of 
annulling the judgment rendered by the Court of 
Claims? Is that the object? 


Mr. JONES. No, sir. In the first place, it 


was never thought of on this floor to give the | 


court power to adjudicate finally; and in the next 
place, it is not now proposed to give your com- 


mittee power to annul the jadgment of the court; | 


not at all. \ 
or the other; must report the facts with their 
opinion; and let Congress take its course. 


Mr. ORR. 


‘The committee must report one way | 


I would like to answer the inquiry | 


of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jones. ] 


He says, if these claims are to be referred imme- 
diately to a Committee of the Whole House, to 


whom are you to apply for information in regard | 
to them? Why, sir, I would apply to the report | 


that accompani s the bill from the 
Claims, which contains the facts upon which the 


| judgment of the court is made up, and full inform- 


reach either by general rules of law or equity; | 


and it will recommend them to the superior and 
unlimited equity of Congress, stating distinctly 
in its reports that it cannot embrace the case 
either by the rules of law or of equity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only object that I have 
in view is to have the subject freely discussed 
and understood. If it be the will of the House 
to send the reports of the Court of Claims to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar I have no objection; but I feel, Mr. 
Speaker, that lowe it to myself, having been a 
member of that committee, and having taken an 
active part in the passage of the bill, to say, with- 
out nuy hesitation, that, if l had not, on that oc- 
easton, assured the committee that it was not in- 
tended to take the matter out of their jurisdiction, 
I would never have got the sanction of that com- 
niittee to it, and would never have been author- 
ized to reportit. Lowe it to the committee and 
l owe it to myself to state here this fact. Besides, 
I do not believe that it would facilitate business 
to have matter come into the House without in- 
vesugation by the committec. If so, who is to 
answer for it. Nodoubt some gentleman having 
the claimant among his constituents may rise in 
his place and give information about it. He may 
be perfeetly familiar with it, because he will have 
dedieated days or nights to itsexamination. He 
may getup in the Committee of the Whole, and be 
able to explain the whole case; but he will not 


stand in the House in the relation of a responsible 


committee, 


And now let me ask the gentleman from South | 


Carolina, on whom is any gentleman, not having 


had time to devote to the Investigation of the case, | 


to call for information? Hecannot call upon the 
Committee on Claims, if the subject be not re- 
ferred to it, but to the Committee of the Whole 
ilouse. If it be a subject relating to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or if it be a matter 
relating to any other committee, he would be in- 
clined to call upon the gentlemen of that commit- 
tee for information. 
had time to investigate this matter; it has had the 
approval of your judgment. 1 want to ascertain 
certain facts, and I cannot ascertain them by my- 
Bc Ze 

i want to state that these are the grounds and 


He would say, *‘ I have not | 


principles on which that court was organized. It | 
was to bring within the purview of this House the | 


very bases and principles on which it should act. 
It was to give us that kind of information which 
requires the indorsement of a committee. This 
House, for instance, may be of opinion that a 
certain matter is highly expedient, and the court 
may report bills on the subject which would save 


ation in reference to any item embraced in the 
bill. 


Another point which the gentleman made in 
reference to the difficulties which have heretofore | 


existed in the investigations made by the standing 
committees of the House was, that they were 
obliged to reply upon ex parte testimony. Well, 


Court of | 


sir, will not the same difficulty occur again if the | 


ct recommended by the gentleman from 
ennsylvania be adopted, and these reports are 
referred to the various committees of the House? 


Will they not again be compelled to hear testi- | 


mony, and in cases where the application has 
been rejected by the court, will not they be over- 
whelmed by the applications of the parties con- 
cerned to introduce ex parte testimony? 

Mr. SEWARD. [rise to a question of order. 


I insist upon carrying out the rule laid down by | 


the Speaker the other day, that when a gentleman 
yielded the floor to another gentleman he yielded 
it altogether. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania had no right to transfer the floor to the | 
gentleman from South Carolina, except by the | 


general consent of the House. * 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 


of the Chair if the hour has not arrived which | 


was assigned for the consideration of the report 


| from the Committee of Elections ? 


The SPEAKER. The House fixed the time 
at which to consider the matter in reference to 


the Kansas contested election at one o’clock to- | 


day. ‘That hour has arrived, but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jones] has the floor. 


Mr. SEWARD. How did the gentleman from | 


| Pennsylvania get the floor? I thought he had, by 


yielding, transferred his right to it. 
Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I have never, 
to my knowled¢e,transferred the floor to any one. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair willexplain. The 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 


| 
' 
| 
| 





| yield for explanation; but if he yields foy 4 


| having arrived, is not that the business be 





floor was assigned to the gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania upon the question of the reference of the 
report received from the Court of Claims. The 


| gentleman from South Carolina, however, asked 


leave to answer a question which had been pro- 
pounded, and the floor was yielded to him by the 
general consent of the House. 


Mr. SEWARD. Was the question submitted | 


to the House, whether there was general consent? | 


The SPEAKER. No objection was made. 

Mr. ORR. Upon this question of order I beg 
leave to say, that the rules of the House, I believe, 
allow one gentleman to interrupt another in the 


course of his remarks, for the purpose of expla- | 


nation. The practice has invariably been to allow 
interruptions for the purpose of explanation. 
was for explanation that I rose, and I did not sup- 
pose I interfered by it in any way with the gentle- 
man’s right to the floor. 

Mr. JONES. I have transferred the floor to 
no one. 


It | 








once spoken upon the —— ending asks to 
interrupt another upon the floor, the Chair thinks 
the member occupying the floor has the right to 


purpose of giving an opportunity for making 
general remarks, he does it at his own risk of 


losing the floor altogether. 
Mr. BOYCE. ‘The hour assigned for the eoy. 


sideration of the Kansas contested-election case 


fore 
the House? y 


The SPEAKER. The hour has arrived, but 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to tie 
floor. P 

Mr. JONES. If 1 yield the floor now, shalj [ 
be entitled to it again when the subject comes up 
hereafter ? : 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman yields to 


| the gentleman from South Carolina, he loses hig 


privilege at the present time. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [rise toa question of order, 
When the discussion of the report of the Com. 
mittee of Elections was postponed to to-day, the 
gentleman from South Carolina was entitled to the 
floor. I hold, therefore, that the hour havine 
arrived to which that subject was postponed, it js 
the business legitimatcly before the House, no 
matter what may intervene. The gentleman from 
South Carolina is entitled to the floor; and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be entitled to 
the floor upon the question of referring the report 
from the Court of Claims, whenever that subject 
comes again before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gep- 
tleman from Georgia is correct. The gentleman 
from South Carolina has the right to call for the 
regular order of business, which is the consider- 
ation of the report of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. JONES. Do I understand that I am enti- 
tled to the floor when this matter comes up again? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be en- 
titled to the floor. 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 move that the 
two bills that were reported from the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union last 
evening, may be taken up and passed. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. BOYCE. f will with great pleasure, if | 
do not thereby lose my right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not lose 
his right. 

The bill of the House making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending 30th June, 1857, was then taken up 
for consideration, the pending question being on 
the motion to recommit to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. _I withdraw the motion to 
recommit, and move the previous question on 
the engrossment of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous 7 was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered to be put; and being put, 


the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the vote by 
which the bill was passed be reconsidered, and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PURYEAR stated that his colleague (Mr. 
Reape] had paired off until the 15th instant with 
Mr. Tappan. 

INVALID PENSION BILL. 


The bill of the House making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the year ending 30th June, 
1857, was next taken up for consideration; and the 
amendment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was concurred 
in. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and, being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 
ais. moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The report of the Committee of Elections, in 
relation to the Kansas contested-election case, | 
being now before the House, 

Mr. PHELPS said: I proposed yesterday to | 
recommit the report with instructions, which were 
read. With the permission of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Boyce,} I now desire to 
submit the motion to recommit, with the instruc- 
tions which IL then indicated. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by 
ynanimous consent. 

Mr. FLAGLER and others objected. 

Mr. PHELPS. I then ask my friend from 
South Carolina to make the motion to recommit, 
with the instructions I have indicated. 

Mr. LETCHER. I ask the unanimous cor- | 
sent of the House to present joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of Virginia, in reference to the 
claims of citizens of Virginia for bounty-land 
scrip, for the purpose of having them referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

There was no objection, and the resolutions 
were received. , 
Mr. MILLSON. I would suggest to my col- 
league that those resolutions ought te go to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LETCHER. Very well; let them be sent 
there. 

The resolutions were accordingly referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

INTRODUCTION AND REFERENCE OF BILLS. 

Mr. DICK, by unanimous consent, in pursu- | 
ance of previous notice, introduced a bill making 
al appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor atthe city of Erie, Pennsylvania; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST, by unanimous con- 
sent, in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
a joint resolution relating to an appropriation for | 
the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, 
Wisconsin; which was read a first and second | 
time, and referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce. 

On motion by Mr. ALLEN, Senate bill for the | 
relief of the distributees of Colonel William Gwin || 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, | 
and reterred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills 
of the following titles; which were severally read | 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Commerce: 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- | 
strucuon of a harbor at the mouth of the Mus- 
kegon river, in the State of M:vhigan; and 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Grand river, | 
in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. SIMMONS, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill | 
to repeal part of an act entitled ‘* An act to pro- | 
vide for the safe-keeping of the acts, records, and | 
seal of the United States, and for other purposes;”’ 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the consent of the | 
House to offer a resolution, which I have been | 
instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to |; 
report. It is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk supply, from the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives, a complete set of the 
reports of the Supreme Court of the United States for the || 
use of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Speaker, I will make a word of explanation. 
The House must be sensible that that committee 
need these reports, and that they cannot get along 
without them. Unless we get them in this way, | 
we shall have to send home for them. We can- 
not get them in the Library. The chairman of 
the last committee told me that he could not ob- 
tain them. 


The resolution was adopted. 


On motion by Mr. WELLS, Senate bill for the }; 
relief of Anson Dart was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and es eer to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on |! 


i 


| 
j 
| 
| 


| sume articles were produced. 
product s20uld be shown as far as possible ; and, if to the 


Private Land Claims, reported a bill to grant to | 
L. Jane Horner and children a section of land in | 


Oregon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARUTHERS, by unanimous consent, 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to provide for three months’ extra pay to the third 
regiment of Missouri volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. WAKEMAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested 
to examine and Inquire into the propr tety of making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the navigation of Harlem 


river, at the port of New York; and that the committee 
report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. KNIGHT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and are | 


hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of enabling 
the agricultural branch of the Patent Office, through its 
annual agricultural reports, to furnish more extended, uni- 
form, reliable, and useful agricultural and horticultural in 

formation than hitherto has been practicable ; and that, in 
this connection, the said committee consider the sugges- 
tions and plan ofthe Commissioner of Patents to the mem- 


bers of Congress, set forth in his printed circular of the || tee did not intend to recognize the validity of that 


24th ultimo, hereto annexed; and that said committee re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 


The circular annexed to the resolution is as 
follows: 
Wasnuineton, February 29, 1855. 
Sir: An appropriation is annually made by Congress to 
defray the expeuse of obtaining statistics, and to aid, in other 


methods, to some extent, in promoting and fostering the | 


agricultural interests of this country. There is every rea- 
sonable probability that this course of policy will be con- 
tinued hereafier. 

The results hitherto obtained, however, have been very 
imperfect, in consequence of a want of system and of the 


means and machinery requisite for the attainment of the | 


purpose in view; and though the results have probably 
been such as to justify the expenditures heretofore made, 
they are insignificant in comparison with those which itis 
believed might be attained by the exertion of a suitable 
eflort. 


To put in operation independent machinery on the part | 


of the Federal Government adequate to the attainment of 
the object in view, would involve so many objectionable 


consequences, both financial and political, that no one | 


would be willing to propose or support such a measure. 
But the idea has been suggested, that by the codéperation 
of the several State and Territorial governments, the object 
sought migbt be attained without any considerable in- 
creased expense or the creation of additional offices. 

In some of the States the practice has been already intro- 
duced of annually obtaining statistics of the kinds suggested 
in the accompanying schedule, by making it the legal duty 


of the assessors to obtain these statistics at the time they | 


are making their annual assessments of personal or real 
property. 


Such statistics will not be precisely accurate, | 


but they will be far more reliable than estimates made in | 


any other manner that seems as practicable, and cannot 
but be interesting and useful in an eminent degree. 


Every | 


year will add to the accuracy of these statistics and of the | 


deductions drawn therefrom; and every year would de- 


monstrate their value in a still greater degree as the agricul- | 


|; tural wealth and importance of this country become more 


real and more recognized. It cannot but be useful for the 


| 
| 


world to Know annually the productions that are to be | 


found in its chief granary. 


But, in order to reap the greatest possible advantage, a | 


concert of action is indispensable. Uniformity and system 


cess. 


which should be uniform for all those States where the 
The entire amount of each 


agricultural statistics those in relation to its commerce and 


| in obtaining the desired information are essential to suc- | 
The importance of being able to construct one set | 
| of tables for one State, and a different set for another State, 

| is trifling in comparison with what would result from tables | 


mineral products can be added, the value of the results 


|| will be vastly enhanced. 


A material element of the system above shadowed forth | 


is the establishment of a central agency, by which the 


information obtained in the different portions of this ex- | 


tended country may be collected, arranged, and published. 


The agricultural branch of the Patent Office seems nat- | 


urally to suggest itself for this purpose. Adequate means 
are there found for collecting and arranging the information 


Report furnishes a ready vehicle for disseminating this 
digested information over the whole country. 

Such a plan is therefore now suggested for your consid- 
eration. If you think it worthy of your countenance, you 


| are invited to take such steps as you may think proper to 
| cause its general adoption. 


Especially are you desired to 
use your influence to cause your own local Legislature 
to act efficiently in the matter as far as their territorial 
jurisdiction extends. 

A schedule is herewith furnished, showing, in a general 


way, the nature of the information which is thought desir- | 


able. Other items may be added; but, in order to insure 
uniformity to this extent, it is suggested that nothing herein 
contained should be omitted, so far as the articles enumer- 
ated are produced in your State or Territory. 


| obtained in the several States, and the annual Agricultural | 


It is not expected that any further than general aggre- | 


gates should be returned to this office. And in order that 
such returns should be published in the report for the then 
current year, they should be reported, if possible, by the 


lst of June annually. 
Yours, very respectfully, CHARLES MASON, 
Commissioner of Patents. 
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KANSAS ELECTION. 
Mr. BOYCE then claimed the floor. 
Mr. PHELPS. Has the motion to recommit 
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| been entered ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The resolution before the House is the 
one which was reported from the Committee of 
Elections. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections, in the con- 


| tested-election case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 


are hereby, empowered to send for persons and papers, and 


} to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 


| hour. 


Mr. BOYCE then addressed the House for one 
His speech is withheld for revision, and 


| will appear in the Appendix. 








Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 
Mr. GROW, (Mr. B. yielding temporarily. ) I 


| desire to correct a misapprehension into which 
| the gentleman from South Carolina has fallen. 


The gentleman referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories as having indorsed the validity of the action 
of the Legislature of the Territory of Kansas, 
because they have reported a bill to annul certain 
acts of that Legislature. Now, sir, the commit- 


Legislature, nor do they think they have done 
it, but they were not very particular about the 
phraseology of their bill. Here are the acts of 


| that Legislature which the President of the United 
| States recognizes as valid enactments, and he 


gives notice to the country that he means to en- 
force the laws of the Territory with the bayonet 
if necessary. We were acting not asacourt, but 
as a legislative body, and we were not particular 
to use lawyer’s phrases. All we desired was, 
that if the President of the United States should 
go forth with the army of the country to enforce 
those enactments, he should understand that it 
was not the opinion of Congress that the act 
which we propose to annul was of binding force 
and effect; but we shall have no objection to 
change the phraseology of our bill to meet the 
views of gentlemen. 

Mr. BINGHAM then addressed the House for 
one hour. His speech will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As itis our usual 
time of adjournment, if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will yield the floor, | will move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. OLIVER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES. I move, then, that the House 
adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, recommending that authority be 
given to construct and equip six revenue cutters, 
of small size, for use on the lakes, and to dispose 
of two large cutters now stationed in those waters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the 
House passed February 28, 1856, in reference to 
the Buffalo custom-house, and recommending 
additional appropriations therefor. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say one word in 
reference to the subject of that recommendation. 
I desire to have the paper laid upon the table and 
»rinted. I would also say to the House, that when 
Y'shall have got some additional information | 
shall ask the unanimous consent of the House to 
take up and act upon the matter. 

The communication was laid upon the table, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the table a 
resolution of the Senate in reference to the South- 
western and Muscogee railroad. 

No objection being made, the joint resolution 
for the relief of the Southwestern and Muscogee 
Railroad Company was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. PAINE. I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
and memorials in the case of R, Piemont, asking 
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compensation for extinguishing the fire or board 
the steamer Raritan. 

Mr. JONES. I insist on my motion to = 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Paie] can accomplish his object 
under the rule of the House. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. KEITT. 1 move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet again on Monday 
next, 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 








__THE CONGRESSION: 


cided in the negative—yeas 43, nays 71; as fol- 


lows: 

YEAS —- Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, 
Caruthers, Craige, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Evans, 
Fiorence, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson 
W. Uarris, Haven, Houston, George W. Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kunkel, Lake, Letcher, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max 
vell, MeQueen, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, 
Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Quitman, Ruffin, Sage, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stranahan, Tyson, Underwood, Ellinu B. Wash- | 
burne, and Wheeler—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Billing- 
hurst, Bingham, Bradshaw, Branch, Butfinton.Cadwalader, 
James Hf. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Covode, Crawford, Damrell, ‘Timothy 
Davis, Day, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Humphrey Mar- | 
shall, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Motu, Murray, Packer, | 
Parker, Peck, Pennington, Perry, Purviance, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sandidge, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Thor- | 
ington, Todd, Trafton, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Watkins, 


Wiiliams, Woodruff, and Woodworth—71. 1 


So the House refused to adjourn over until 
Monday. 

And then, on motion by Mr. Jones, of Ten- 
nessee, (at three o’clock and forty-five minutes, ) 
the House adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 7, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante, Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 


DEFENSE OF THE DELAWARE. 
Mr. ALLISON, by unanimous consent, pre- 


Prayer 


| Departments. 





Mr. MAXWELL. I have in my hand several 
resolutions of the Legislature of Florida, which I 
desire to present and have referred to the appro- 
priate committees. I do not care to have them 
read. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. 1 object. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire that a joint resolu- 
tion be taken from the Speaker’s table, to which, 
when read, Lam sure no member of the House 
will object. It is a Senate resolution, providing 
for the final adjustment of certain cases of appeal 
from decisions made by the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post Office Department. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I object. 

Mr. TYSON. I hold in my hand resolutions 
unanimously adopted by the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, last January, referring to Dr. Kane’s 
expedition to the Arctic regions. Il ask the con- 
sent of the House to present them. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I have already made an 
effort to introduce resolutions of the Legislature 
of Florida, and the introduction was objected to 
by a gentleman from Pennsylvania. I think it 
strange that similar resolutions should be allowed 
to be presented, and that others should be ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman is mistaken. No gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania objected to the presentation of his reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I objected. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Ido not object to the re- 
ception of these resolutions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [| insist upon the regular 
order of business. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
My reason for submitting the motion is this: I 


| have been confined every morning this week by 


labor upon committees, and have had no time to 
atiend to the business of my constituents at the 
Lam ready at all times to work 
hard, but [ want time to attend to the duties 
which I have mentioned. Most of the members 
are, undoubtedly, situated justas lam. There- 
fore, | submit the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


(| REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


sented to the House a resolution of the State Le- | 


gislature of Pennsylvania, requesting their Sen- 


ators and Representatives in Congress to urge || 


appropriations to complete the works of defense 


| 
| 


on the Delaware; which was read, referred to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 
Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, pre- 


| 


sented the resolutions of the General Assembly | 


of the State of Virginia, in regard to the action 
of the late naval board appointed ‘‘ to promote 
the efficiency of the Navy,’’ under the act of the 
late Congress. 

The same having been read, 


Mr. MILLSON said: As the House has been | 


kind enough to allow the introduction of this res- 
olution by unanimous consent, I will not, in sub- 
mitting a motion to refer and print, avail myself 
of the might to express my concurrence in the 
resolutions. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the gentleman does, I shall | 
want to be heard in answer. 

Mr. MILLSON. As I have not been absent 
from the city fora day since the commencement of 
the session, and am desirous of returning home, 
{ shall seek an early opportunity, perhaps on 
Monday of next week, to speak upon the general 
subject of those resolutions. 
they be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and printed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, WHEELER. I call for the regular order | 
of business, 


Mr. BUFPINTON, 


I ask the consent of the 


i 


{1 now move that | 


Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print- 

ing, to whom was referred the resolution to print 

| one thousand extra copies of the report of the 

superintendent of the Government hospital for the 

insane, for his use, reported the following res- 
olution: ] 

Resolved, That five hundred extra cepies of the said 
| report be printed, and placed at the disposal of the said su- 
perintendent, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution can be re- 
ceived only by general consent, inasmuch as a 
privileged question is now pending. 

Mr.CLINGMAN, I demand the regular order 
of business. 


THE KANSAS ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER. The first question is on the 
following resolution, reported by the Committee 
of Elections: 

| Resolved, That the Committee of Elections in the con- 
tested-election case from the Territory of Kansas, be, and 
are hereby, empowered tosend for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses upon oath or affirmation. 


Pending the question on agreeing to that res- 
olution, 1s the motion of the gentleman from 


| South Carolina, [Mr. Boyce,} that the resolution 


be recommitted to the Committee of Elections, 
with instructions. On that question the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Oxtver]} has the floor. 

Mr. OLIVER then addressed the House for 
one hour. His speech, which is withheld by 
him for revision, will be published in the Appen- 
dix. 

He was followed by Messrs. CUMBACK and 
CULLEN, who have also withheld their remarks. 
They will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. WALKER It is not my purpose, sir, 
to enter into anything like an elaborate discussion 
of this question, The brief remarks I propose 
to address to the House will follow very much 


House to presentresolutions of the State of Massa- , in the line of argument which we have just lis- 


chusetts, in reference to Kansas and the Missouri | 
co mise. 


_ RUFFIN. I object. 





j 
1 


tened to from the 
Cutten.) Ish 


} even an allusion to those more exciting topics 
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which thus far have chiefly engaged the attention 
of gentlemen who have entered upon this discys. 
sion. Like my friend from Delaware, I am jp. 
clined to view the case purely, and entirely in jt. 
legal aspects, to show, if I can, wherein lies t),. 
power of this House over this question, and wha; 
are the limitation and extent of that power. But 
1 feel it due to the gentleman from Delaware 1, 
say now, that much of the labor I had thought 
papas devolve upon myself in this debate has 
yeen saved me by the clear, logical, and, in my 
judgment, unanswerable argument with which 
he has favored this House—an argument evineine 
from beginning to end, that sharpness of intellec, 
which is acquired only by the thoroughly trained 
lawyer, one fundamentally grounded in the rulips 
principles of law, enabling him to see wherein js 
the real point inevery question presented for cop. 
sideration. I have little to add to that argument, 
My province will be to back him up in the points 
he has made, and in doing that I know [ cannot 
promise this House to enlist its attention by the 
same clearness and force with which he pre- 
sented those points. 

He has so fully anticipated me, that I cay 
promise to do but little more than repeat the ar. 
guments he has presented. By obtaining the floor 
from me, and in considering this question solely 
in its legal bearing, he has taken ** the wind out 
of my sails,’’ and I must be content to follow in 
his wake. 

In the first place, then, I propose to address 
myself to the inquiry as to what is the character 
of this contest between Governor Reeder, and Mr, 
Whitfield, the sitting Delegate upon this floor, 
Are they, in any logical, technical sense of the 
term, contestants cor the right to this seat? Whaat 
is the legal meaning of the term ‘** contest?” 
Why, sir, necessarily it implies a controversy in 
which there is a subject-matter of conflict, and in 


| which there are respective claimants to the right, 


Now, sir, we all know that, in every case of a 
contested election, there must necessarily be a 
person setting up at least a claim of right to the 
seat held by the one who has obtained the prima 
facie evidence of a right to hold the seat. Well, 
if that be the case, I take it that no gentleman who 
has carefully examined the papers which form th: 
record of the case we are now considering, will 
rise from his seat upon this floor, and contend 


| that Governor Reeder here presents himself in 


the attitude of a contestant for the seat occupied 


by General Whitfield. 


What is the paper he has served upon General 
Whitfield in the shape of a notice? What is the 
character of the paper which he has addressed to 
this House as a memorial? There is not, sir, a 
single line or word in either one of those papers 
amounting to an assertion of a right vested in him- 
self, and set up by him as against the prima facie 
title of the sitting Delegate, Mr. Whitfield. His 
notice is but a complaint, consisting of allegations 
against the legality of the election proceedings 
by which Mr. Whitfield obtained his seat in this 
House. Did any lawyer ever hear of a court for 
inquiring into a case of contested election, hear- 


_ ing and examining testimony, and pronouncing 


its final adjudication, unless there was first a 
formal contestation presented by some one asserting 
his own right, denying the right of the then incum- 
bent? I care not whether the proceeding be by the 
old writ of quo warranto, or under a more summary 
process. The very basis of the whole proceeding 


| consists in the assertion of a right by a person 


denying the right of the incumbent. I take it that 


| no lawyer “ors this floor will gainsay this posi- 


} 
| 
| 
ntleman from Delaware, [Mr. | 
endeayor especially to avoid 


tion. This being the case, it follows, as a matter 
of course, that inasmuch as Governor Reeder does 
not present himself before us in that attitude, there 
is in fact no contestation as to the seat. 

I pass on to another point, as to the validity 
of the laws enacted by the Legislature of Kansas, 


_and the power of this House to enter into an in- 
| quiry as to their validity. 


The act organizing a 


| territorial government for Kansas forms, in fact, 


the constitution of that Territory, and it differs 


| only from the constitutions of the States in this— 


that in the one there is a grant of power; in the 
other there are restrictions of power primarily 

ossessed. I take it this is a sound position. 

hen, starting out upon the hypothesis that 
the act organizing the territorial government of 
Kansas is the organic or constitutional law of 
that Territory, let us see now what are the powers 
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-onferred by that act upon the Territory of Kan- 
eas, Why, Sir, can it be denied that the provis- 
- e of that act endow the people of Kansas, 
»oder the form of a territorial government, with 
‘tthe essentials of an organized government? 
We have there the division of their powers into 
the three great departments—executive, legisla- 
rye, and judicial. The powers conferred upon 
those several departments are all laid down in the 
organic law passed by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Ry that act we perceive the Legislature is 
clothed with the sole and exclusive power of de- 
termining upon the qualifications of its own mem- 
hers. Reasoning, then, from analogy, taking that 
territorial act as the constitution of Kansas, look- 
ing at the analogy between that territorial act and 
theconstitutions of the several States, and bearing 
in mind the well-established doctrine that all de- 


i} 


liberative bodies have the sole and exclusive right | 


to determine upon the qualifications of their own 
members, I ask you—lI ask any.man who will 
discard from his mind the heat of prejudice—I 
ask any one who, moved by a just sense of the 


erave responsibility of his position as a member | 


of this House, is determined, in spite of outside 
pressure, todo whatis right, to say that this power 
has not been fully delegated to and properly exer- 
cised by that body. 

The Territorial Legislature of Kansas determ- 
ined upon the qualifications of its members. The 
fiat of that body upon the case of each one of its 
members was final and conclusive; and there is 


no power here or elsewhere to deny him his seat | 


when once passed upon by his fellow-members. 

This having been done, they proceeded to pre- 
pare an act reculating the elections of that Terri- 
tory. Under that law the incumbent claims to hold 
his seat. It is now alleged that there was fraud 
or compulsion resorted to in that election, and that 
this body has a right to go beyond the record of 
the proceedings of the Territorial Legislature of 
Kansas, and ascertain whether there was fraud, 
corruption, violence, or intimidation, and to de- 
clare that the proceedings of that Legislature 
were invalid aa void. 

Why, sir, the celebrated case of Fletcher rs. 
Peck, alluded to by the gentleman from Delaware, 
is perfectly conclusive, if any authorities were 
needed. It is true that that was the decision of a 
court, and the inquiry there was as to the power 
of a court, strictly speaking, to pass upon the 
acts of aState Legislature. But there is a striking 
analogy between the two cases. The gentleman 
from Delaware says that,though we are in fact a 
legislative body, we are in this matter discharg- 
ing the functions of judges. I coneur with him, 
and J say that, viewing ourselves in that light, 
we should be governed by the same rules of pro- 
ceeding that control courts of justice. 

Upon a bare assumption that there has been 
wrong done, it is alleged that those men holding 
their seats in the Territorial Legislature were 
illegally elected, and that we now have the power 
togo beyond it. And some days since, when 
this discussion was first opened, we cannot but 
remember the contemptuous manner in which 
the record of these proceedings was treated by a 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hickman. ]} 
When the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Ste- 
PHENS,] being interrogated as to his authority 
for alleging that there were laws in Kansas regu- 
lating the electfons of that Territory, produced 
the Journal of the Legislature and the acts passed 
by that body, he was asked, ‘‘Is that a book? 
and should this House be governed by a book ?”’ 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania seemed to 
have forgotten the well-established rule laid down 
by all the courts—a rule essential to the ends of 
— justice—that a book purporting to be the 
aws of a State, published by the authority of the 
State, has to be considered in all courts as prima 
facie evidence of the enactment of those laws. 
Well, I take it that this rule applies with quite 
as much force to the case of laws passed by a 
Territorial Legislature as to laws passed by or- 
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In reference to the demand made by the com- |! on this question. I prefer judging of things as 


mittee for power to send for persons and papers; 
why, if any man will take the trouble to look at 
the provisions of the act of 1851, providing for 
the mode of taking testimony in cases of contested 
elections, and then look at those provisions of 
the territorial act of Kansas which declare in 
express terms that all the laws of the United States 
not locally inapplicable to said Territory shall 
be binding and governing there, I think ‘he will 
at once admit that the act of 1851 applies quite 
as fully and completely to the case of a contested 


| election in a Territory as to that of a contested 


election in a State. And the gentleman from 
Delaware very fairly remarked that this view was 
taken by the contestant [Mr. Reeder] himself, 
as shown by one of the papers on the Speaker’s 


table. Now, if the act of 1851 be applicable to 
this case, I ask, what necessity can there be for | 


going still further and authorizing this committee 
to send for persons and papers, for the — 
of inquiring into these proceedings in 


Cansas? | 


Why, sir, can there be one single object attained | 
| by such proceeding? Can it have any other effect | 


than to add fuel to that excitement which has so 


_ long disturbed the popular mind of this country, | 
| and which in the end must bring us to the time 


when domestic fury and fierce civil strife shall 
cumber all the parts of the Republic? 


Itseems tome, Mr. Speaker, that mistakes have | 


been made on both sides of this discussion. In 


| my judgment, there was no occasion for anything 


| House. 
| The dignity of our form of Government, the re- 


like heat or excitement in this debate. 
have presented itself to our minds merely as a 
legal question in regard to the power of this 
The dignity of the House was involved. 


spect due to the fundamental law organizing the 
Territory of Kansas—the fact that Kansas had 
gone through all the forms of a governmental or- 
ranization—that she had been divided into the 


respective governmental departments—that there | 


| were officers there having power to discharge all 


ganized States; and inasmuch as that is prima | 
facie proof, according to the principle laid down | 


by the gentleman from Delaware, which, in my 
Judgment, cannot be controverted, our inquiry is 
Stopped at that point. It seems to me that the 
matter under investigation, so far as that ques- 


tion is concerned, is entirely closed against this 
House, 


the functions pertaining to their various subdi- 
visions of governmental power—enjoined upon 
us a calm examination of the question presented. 
And it seems to me now that to carry out the will 
of the majority of the committee, and endow them 
with the power that they ask, could have no other 
effect than to add fuel to the excitement now con- 
trolling the minds and disturbing the quiet of our 
countrymen. 

An additional remark ortwo onthe first branch 
to which I called the attention of the House. I 
put this question to the members: If we go into 
this matter to subserve the wishes of Governor 
Reeder, and of the majority of the committee, I 
ask cui bono ?—who is to be benefited by it? Itis 
perfectly apparent that Mr. Reeder can never get 
his seat in this proceeding. In the first place, he 
does not present himself here in the light of acan- 
didate. In the next place, he was not a candidate 
at that election. 

Now, suppose thatit were made perfectly clear 
to this House that a very large number of illegal 
votes were received at the election which gave 
Mr. Whitfield his supposed majority, and that a 
large number of legal votes were rejected; that 
would, in nowise, affect his right toa seat in this 
House, because, in such case, to change the re- 
sult it must be shown that the rejection of legal 
votes, or the reception of illegal votes, would have 
changed the majority. In other words, there 
must have been a conflict at the ballot-box between 
claimants for the same seat; and, if that is not 


/apparent from the facts of the case, there is, in 


| votes; for still,in the absence of an 


| give way. 


no just view of the term, a contestation. Now, 
there is no pretense by Governor Reeder that such 
is the case. He was not a candidate in that elec- 
tion. If I mistake not, General Whitfield had no 
opposition. Then, I care not if he received only 
forty legal votes, and if all the rest were illegal 
proof going 
to show that General Whitfield had an opponent 
in that election, and that by the reception of these 
illegal votes, or the rejection of legal ones, the op- 

onent had been defeated of his right, and had 
beet deprived of the majority which he would 
otherwise have had, the result cannot be changed, 


and the action of the House cannot exclude the 


sitting member from a seat on this floor. 
_ Now, I submitthese plain propositions, and then 
I had not anticipated the excitement 


It should | 


they come up. Like my friend from Delaware, 
I prefer, as in a court of justice, to abide by the 
record, and to puta man out of court when, by 
the rules of law, he has no standing in court, and 
to deny him a hearmmg when he attempts to sus- 
tain a plea of nul tiel record by stating extrane- 
ous matters, and of which a court, by the well 
established rules of law, can take no cognizance. 

It was my purpose, sir, to have enlarged on 
these points; oe on listening to the argument 
made by the gentleman from Delaware, [ found 
thet he was stating the same propositions and 
reaching the same conclusions, certainly with 
more clearness and more force of argument than 
I could possibly claim; and I felt embarrassed in 
attempting to follow him at all, because I was 
assured that I could add but little, if anything, to 
what he said in the hearing of the House. It 
seems to me that he presented a clear case, and 
in the only aspect in which this House can prop- 
erly regard it; and I think that, if his arguments 
were listened to as they deserved to be—if the 
points he made were considered by members of 
the House—if gentlemen upon this floor are dis- 
posed to follow the straightforward, open, and 
direct line—if they will guard against sectional 
bias, and feel it to be their duty as patriots to 
avoid giving any new stimulus to public excite- 
ment on this question, there can be no doubt as 
to the result of the case. 

Mr. CRAWFORD obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I hope the gentle- 
man from Georgia will yield to a motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. With a view of allowing 
the gentleman from Alabama to move an adjourn- 
ment, I yield the floor, having no disposition to 
trespass on the time of the House now, if it be 
disposed to adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH, (at half past two.) 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRANCH. I ask whether, when the 
House meets after adjournment, the gentleman 
from Georgia will not be entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. He will be entitled to it. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. With that understanding, 
I yield it, 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama withdraw his motion to adjourn, so thata 
few bills can be reported ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, busi- 
ness can be done pending the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRISON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury relative to a proposed addition to the 
Cincinnati custom-house; which was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


I move that 


DECISIONS OF AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. LETCHER. I ask the consent of the 
House to take from the Speaker’s table, and put 
upon its passage, a Senate resolution, to which, 
if the House will allow me a moment’s explana- 
tion, | presume there will be no objection. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was taken up from the Speaker’s table, and read 
a first and second time by its title, as follows: 
Joint resolution providing for the final adjustment 
in certain cases of appeals from the decision made 
by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department. 

Mr. LETCHER. The necessity for the passage 
of the resolution arises from this fact: It will be 
recollected by many members, that prior to the 
appointment of Mr. Whittlesey to the place he 
now holds as Comptroller of the Treasury, he 
occupied the place of Sixth Auditor of the Post 
Office Department. While there, many cases 
came before him which he decided adversely, and 
which, upon new testimony, have since been de- 
cided by the present Auditor in the same way. B 
the present law, cases of appeal from the Sixth 
Auditor’s office must be passed upon by the 
Comptroller. It isa delicate matterfor Mr. Whit- 
tlesey, as Comptroller, to decide upon those cases 
which he has already passed on as Auditor; and 
therefore the present law has been proposed. 

There is a precedent for the action that is now 
proposed in the case of Walcott, who was trans- 
ferred to the Comptroller’s office. A joint resolu- 
tion was passed then in reference to his particular 


'| which has pervaded so large a body of this House }; case, in all respects, such as this is. 
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7 Mr. “SIMMONS. I will say ‘thet the Com- | citizen of the United States from his home in Louisiana, || Road Company. Referred to the Committ 
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joint resolution, I should confidently one and hope that 
the action of Congress might be speedily had, to oblige a 





In aid of the Micanopy and Pilatka Plank | 
‘ 


| Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts, presented res- 
| olutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, in 


. . . who has performed services for his country for which he | Public Lands 3 
: 10 @ ase ? : e I 
mittee on the Judiciary have examined this case, || thinks he las not been compensated according to his con- || yp cemy, k or we 
und they concur that it is right. I would suggest | tract. SKINg o fohn to make an appropriation for me! 
to the gentleman that the communication from the || For convenience, I submit the form of a joint resolution, | the benefit of John L. McLane, of the State of 
Treasury Department be read | and commit it for your consideration and disposal. c Florida, county of Gadsden. Referred to the tior 
Mr LETCHE R I have no objection It em- | Most respectfully yours, ELISHA WHIT?! LESEY. | Committee on laims. nat 
Fee Se , || Hon. James Gu By reasury. ski i > : ag 
bodies substantially what I have stated. Hon. James Gururie, Secretary of the Treasury Asking the ag et nt ofa mail route along wel 
The communication is the following: | JOINT RESOLUTION. = an evil ’ on the St. — 8 river \ 
Treasury DevartMent, March 3, 1856. } Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of |, 8H Newmansville, in the county of Alachua, and pul 
Sin: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a || the United States of America in Congress assembled, That || the transmission of semi-weekly mails over said the 
report made to me by the First ¢ ‘omptrolier of the Treasury, || In every case of account or claim not finally adjusted, upon route. Referred to the Committee on the Post twl 
showing that he has now before bin, on appeal, a claim of || ee the — First are ae = oak as || Office and Post Roads. as 
Ge Whitman for a draft issued in his tavor by the Post || Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Departinent || eee i . 3 ne’ 
Ones Department; on which appeal he deems it unsuit- || may have decided, winch may have been thereafter re- || _ Relative to the establishment of aland Office In } 
able for him to act, for the reason he made the original decis- || €xamined by an auditor in said office on new testimony, | Santa Rosa county. Referred to the Committee Ca 
_ gon in the case whilst formerly filling the office of Auditor || and decided by him on ee een, ORS from ita ', on the Public Lands. 7 
of the Treasury for the Post Office Department; and, in || decision an appeal has been taken to the present First | . or 
order to provide for this case, as well os oobers which may Comptroller of the Treasury, it shall be the duty of the || , On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, me 
arise of the like kind, I respectfully recommend the adop- || Second Comptroller of the Treasury and the Commissioner | it was ’ 
tion of the joint resolution proposed by the Comptroller. of Customs finally to adjust ee a and, - ae || Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed pun 
I am, very respecttully, || agreement between the said Secon omptroller and Com- || to inquire into the expediency of providing by law that aij al 
JAMES GUTHRIE, | missioner, the decision of the Attorney General shall be as || shippers of goods from one port in the United States to n 
Secretary of the Treasury. || — a: Seine - _— : ees ee hae it || another be required to specify in the ship’s manifest the to | 
‘ ‘ . hod * . | he had acted under the eighth section o 1¢ act oO ly 2, |} icular kind of goods so shipped ; and that the said . tro 
1 Hon. Lewis D. Campne.t, Chairman of the Committee of || '© #6 acte P B cane ¥ OF suy > || particular kind of g shipped ; and that the said com- f 
ff : Ways and Means, House of Representatives. | aa oncerning the organization of the Post Office Depart \\ mittee report by bill or otherwise. se 
ie = : H MS, | imous ¢ Pu 
i] TREASURY DEPARTMENT '| ‘The resolution was then ordered to a third read- || Mr. WILLIA AS, OF ee ee : 
7h ia = lig ary | : a ¢ pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bil 
ae Comprrouuer’s Orrice, March 1, 1856. ing, was read the third time, and passed. ; bata ; 
i a Sir: George Whitman, Esq., contracted with the Post- : iss 4 . * a | making appropriations for the improvement of pu 
ki master. General to transport the mail of the United States || INTRODUCTION OF BILLS, REPORTS, AND the harbor of Genesee river, New York; which the 
trom New oan . eee oe eg Rg] RESOLUTIONS. | was read twice by its title, and referred to the tw 
: commencing on the isto uly, J, and ending 12 DW, — s 2 1| ‘ : . ) q 
It4!. When ft was Auditor of the ‘Treasury for the Post | Mr. BENSON, by unanimous consent, made || Committee on Commerce ia 
Oflice Department, a claim was presented in the name of an adverse report on the memorial of John De || Mr. MILLER, of New York. I offer the fol- he! 
aa a wiumnuesetimem-. | Camp, commander in the United States Navy, | lowing resolution: lat 
id contract, amo g slo, as “Ipal. oe “ Ks vr u , ap 
The claim was examined, considered, and disallowed by || pray:ng for $400 of pay w ithheld under the decis- | Resolved, That the Court of Claims be respectfully re- C ) 
a decision in writing, bearing date on the Mth of February, || 1on of a court-martial; which was laid on the || quested to return House bill No. 722, for the relicf of Lewis , 
1s12. Se 3 table, and the report ordered to be printed. | Benedict, with the documents and papers accompanying a 
The claim was presented again in 1851 to the Hon. J. W. || Mr. B. also reported back the petition of citi- || the same, which were remitted to said court under the uo 
Farrelly, then said Auditor, with new testimony, alleged to || ore ai € P Peer *y ‘ee | general order of the House, of March 3, 18555 and that the cn 
be important. Mr. Farrelly examined the case in connee- || Z@NS of Buffalo, and other ports on Lake Erie and || same, when returned, shall be referred to the Committee oa La 
tion with the new testimony, and on the 6th day of August, || Lake Ontario, in relation to apprentices In Amer- |, Private Land Clains. . 
1851, be decided in writing not to allow the claim. | ican vessels: which was referred to the Commit- || s = es 
On the 7th of August, 1851, an appeal was taken from || t a or "Ties a : 1 Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the by 
said decision to the First Comptroller of the Treasury, as tae 1 nmerce. . ‘ a || latter part of the resolution. When the bill comes Cc 
provided in the eighth section ot an act to reorganize the Post Also, the petition of Benjamin Cresey; which || back, it must be introduced and referred as any 
Othce Department, approved July 2, 1836, which is as fol- || was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- || 
lows: (Statutes at Large, vol. 5, page 8&1.) || sions | other bill. ‘ : : . 
“So. 8. vind be it further enacted, That there shall be || “00” sae by wnani sisi tia Mr. MILLER. I will modify my resolution 
appointed by the President, with the consent of the Senate, || Y)T+ 244 He DY UBANIMOUS CONSER*, = ro — by striking out the latter branch of it, to which of 
an Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Department, || & bill for the benefit_of the General Post Office objection is made by the gentleman from Ten- th 
oe duty it shall ooo ae all aw = are ~ me Department and the Mississippi Central Railroad wemmes Di 
said Department, or relative thereto, to audit and settle the || @ Reena ee PT bee es Cae D 3 ssee. 
same, and certify their balances to the Postmaster General: || pay on A t = . MW a fe ems a ri oo The resolution, as modified, was adopted. fu 
Provided, That if either the Postmaster General, or any e by its Py al ete ( e Cc ee ; : z re 
person whose accounts shall be settled, be dissatisfied there- || on the Post Office and Post Roads. Mr. WALBRIDGE, by unanimous aaa Be 7 
with, he may within twelve months appeal = = First Mr. QUITMAN, by unanimous consent, re- | = Phe follow of Same. aa ae roe a 
* > P » Treas , , 30 “bs 5 » t | eo * “, eye me » r o 1aQe , r > 9 
eee the Treasury, whose decision shall be final | popen from the Committee on Military Affairs a || ? a ne IO 2 tee tit a fe waa “ik Ce ™ ine 
. : ; : Fe ek ae eee Inv |} and seco ime, an o e 
The same case, therefore, that I decided as Auditor, is || Dill prohibiting the officers ofthe Army and Navy | nc no ae ne end reterre re Vommitice th 
now before me as First Comptroller, with some additional || from having an interest in any contracts for the || 02 Vommerce: am: 
; Pan . : ; | A bill making an appropriat for the co 
enn on an appeal. ; i sla Ot » : supply of any article for any branch of the ser- |} + 1 ne appropriation or e con- dc 
“Orv . . asurv Dep: : _ 7 ° : lls < : 
* — pene See be oxatnined br two office, || Vice to which such officer belongs; which was | ee Michi of a harbor at Black Lake, in the State a 
, e « AC A, Ss | . . - | /' o . 
with the exception of settling the accounts of the Post read a first and second time, and referred to the o A bill snaki . ati — a 
Office Department; and in relation to these, if the claimant || Committee of the Whole on the state of the ut Making an appropriation for the con- - 
or the Postmaster General is dissatisfied by the decision of || [pion struction of a harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo th 
. ’ , , »F : rr of the | . . , , aide 3 Se. a I 
oe ae Se | Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, in pursu- || ae tl the ~ of Michigan; and me 
The object of the law is not attained, in my opinion, if || ance of previous notice, introduced a bill author- || ol a bi iices ap ret hcearag for the con- , 
the Comptroller sets to revise his decision given as Auditor. izing a settlement of the accounts of Charles P. || struction " a harbor M the mout of South Black Fe 
a ~ case — —— ee — aepent, Babcock, late Indian agent at Detroit, in the State || river, in the State of } lichigan. a 
C rise Cc se ‘Ss 2 | . . ° . o i} . - . 
<claiaiitee dieaiene thant teamed Gas Saad me || Of Michigan; which was read a first and second |} Mr. UNDERWOOD, by unanimous consent, ni 
to act, and endeavored to relieve me from any delicacy I | time, and referred to the Committee on Indian || eae of the ee Assembly a 
felt. || Affairs. | of Kentucky, in reference to. the tobacco interest 
+ 1R5! ai tie a , r . | : 
sect, oot a aoa aoe anaes a, oon ep eg i Mr. BUFFINTON, by unanimous consent, || of the country; which were referred to the Com- t] 
Pct, x ~ste ‘ ‘te “ase 3 B . ae e ° | . . . 
Geasral pen, his opinion; but inasmuch as the law had || presented certain joint resolutions of the Legisla- || mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 7 
required the decision of the First Comptroller on the appeal, | ture of Massachusetts, in relation to the Territory printed. a 
in conciding your reply you say, he claim could,in a8 | of Kansas; which were laid on the table and ||” My. EDWARDS, by unanimous consent, in [| 
— Pabe Tenattenant. Potter ef Manto lasa. || ordered to be printed. | pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
any officer of the Department.’’—Letter of May 10, 1853. | aie > te ; . | eS ‘ ’ 
Mr. Whitman has come to this city, from New Orleans, | Iso, joint resolutions from the same State, '| for continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
to have a final decision of the ease ; and I know of no mode || concerning the repeal of the Missouricompromise; |; Dunkirk, on Lake Erie, New York; which was E 
yee tt og oa ta oe ee '| which ae t . same order and reference. | read a first and secoiid time, and referred to the il 
. zo 7 bases Mr. SNEED, by unanimous consent, in pur- | Cc itte c n 
. : Seutemsber © . establishing Mr. SAEED, by unanimous consent, in pur- || Committee on Commerce. | 
incorporated into the act of Se pte mber 2, 1789 esta ai hing ananee of trevious notice. introduced a bill for || f r 
the Treasury Department, without the action of Congress. || Suance Of Pp Ke . || Mr. ANDERSON, by unanimous consent, in ti 
This would be in accordance with an early precedent in || the relief of the representatives and sureties of || pursuance of previous notice, introduced bills of \ 
a case very similar to the present. '| Robert King, deceased; which was read a first || sat Be . U 
Oliver Wolcott, Jr., was Auditor of the Treasury in the || 04 cocond t:me, and referred to the Committee || eclhgaes e.,Ser ertthalgpe Spine edie proc “pene 
year 1798, from which office he was transterred to and ap- x . ume, crre | first and second time, and referred as indicated u 
ound ne ~ he oa muted at pipeent 26 | 7 es b : ‘ || below: r 
ron a 1 ot be vised by the r . Mr. d , } ; . ‘ * . 
SSebihan Weteade Ghaaecik alii aemiaaee Giee Came mak tks Poe yh otees DY Unanimous consent, || A bill to authorize the President to raise a regi- 
oe Oe = y || presented sundry joint resolutions of the Legis- |! : ha 0 
reported to the Secretary of the Treasury for payment, a 2 ->>. | ment of mounted volunteers for frontier defense ti 
section was inserted in an act making alterations in the | an a eo ec in ha oe as indi- |’ in the Territories of Washington and Oregon. c 
reassure , . 8 8.17 , ‘low orde »b . : . “7: : 
eo ray «ct Departments, approved May 8, 1792, “ a a ” : ° ee ne ee Peck oe Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
“Sue. 7. Meet ferther ebnsted. Tidt ta Seary case Of ac. | iC taigs Pere gat-l | A bill establishing a mail route on Puget Sound, t 
ee. Se ? a | Bay Port, in the State of Florida. Referred to |! ; : => 
count or claim not finally adjusted, upon which the present | . . | in Washington Territory. Referred to the Com- : 
Comptroller of the Treasury as Auditor may have decided, | the Committee on Commerce. y | mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ¢ 
it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the Revenue || _ In reference to a naval depot on Amelia Island. | : ‘ 
and of = Auditor of the Treasury finally to adjust the | Referred to the Committee on Commerce. | Mr. WHEELER, by aie Siakoaiin oe it 
anhior aah ieumeas ae ae wep ed eee | In relation to buoys on the bar of St. Andrew’s |, Pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bull’ 
SE Nn ee de ee, Coe et the Amamney Gem || Referred to the C ‘ttee on C || modify the law in relation to the custody of wit- t 
eral shail be tinal.”’—Statutes at Large, vol. 1, p. 281. || Bay. Referred to the Committee on Commerce. | n behalf of the United S Teich ine 
Riehard Harrison was appointed Auditor, and next suc- || Asking Congress to establish a new collection || N€sses In behalf of the United States; which wa 
ceeded _ oreo in that office, so that he had given . district in Florida, to be called the district of || Tead a 7 and second ee eae and re- 
opinion in the cases on which Mr. Wolcott had acted. . ; . || ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
the principle of said seventh section were embraced in a || /2mpa. Referred to the Committee on Com- || ry 
merce. 
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which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
ree, and ordered to be printe “ad. 
\Iso, resolutions in relation to French spolia- 
tions, antl concerning naturalization, phe the 
nationalizing of the General Government; which 
" re laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed, 
Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, in 
of pre vious notice, introduced bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read 
wie, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


mit 


pursuance 


? 

‘ b ‘I for the improvement of 
Cayuga County, New York; and 

{ bill for the improvement of 
Wayne County, New York. 

Mr. HOWARD, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
waking a grant of land to the State of Michigan 
to aid In the construe tion of a railroad from De- 
troit to Lake Superior; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Publ lic Lands. 


SANDIDGE, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice , introduced bills of 
the following titles; which were sever: rally read 
twice, and referred as indicated below 

A b il to re vive and Cc ontinue in force sie a lim- 
ited period ** An act in relation to donations of 
jand to certain persons in the State of Arkansas,’’ 

proved 30th of August, 1850. Referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill extending the privilege of the preémp- 
tion act of the 4th of September, 184], in certain 
Referred to the Committee on Public 


Sodus Ha 


bor, 


Sodus Harbor, 


frases. 
Lands. 

A bill to extend the right of preémption granted 
by the act of March 2, 1855. Referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


THE KANE EXPEDITION. 


Mr. TYSON. I -— the unanimous consent 
of the House to present resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Puinbviedi ia, **of thanks to 
Dr. Kane, his officers and crew, for the success- 
ful result of the recent expedition to the Polar 
region.” 

No objection being made, the resolutions were 
received and read. 

Mr. TYSON. I ask that they may be laid on 
the table and printe od. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The resolutions 
do not propose any action by this House. They 
are merely the resolutions of a State Legislature, 
which pertain to no action of this House, and I 
cannot see what possible business we have with 
them. Wi e might as well reecive any other resolu- 
tion which a Legislature might pass as these. If 
gentlemen of the House desire to compliment Dr. 
Kane, they can introduce an original resolution 
and pass that; but it seems to me that we should 
not become the mere registers of the compliment- 
ary resolutions of State Legislatures 

Mr. TYSON. The Legislature itee If asks that 
they may be presented to this House, and I have 
merely complied with that request. I ask the 
adoption of the preamble and resolution which 
1 send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read as follows: 


Whereas, the intrepid conduct and scientific zeal of Dr. 


Jation to the preservation of Cape Cod harbor; 


resolutions of a State Legislature, which are to 
be put upon our Journal and registered here, I 
object. If they call for no action of this House, 
we have nothing to do with them. 

The SPEAKER. The question will then be 


put upon the motion. 


Mr. JONES. Have they been received ? 
The SPEAKER. They have been received 


and read. 

Mr. JONES. I understood that they were read 
merely for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand it. 

Ir. JONES. Is there another case of 
lution passed by a State Legistatury 
relation to the action of this House 
here to be put upon our Journals? ” 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make an inquiry, as 
the House seems to be in a little doubt about the 

tate of this matter. Inasmuch as no action.of 
this House was propose ‘d by the resolutions, I 
wish to inquire if there is anything i in the resolu- 
tions themselves which contemp lated their being 
presente d to the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 


a reso- 
, having no 
, being brought 


there is. 
Mr. HAVEN. If there is any request of that 
kind, | would grant it to a sovereign State, as I 


would if any action of this House was contem- 
plated by them; but if these are simple resolu- 
tions of a State, referring to no action he re, there 
is no reason why the ‘y should be presented, unless 
the re ‘solutions themselves contemplated such a 
disposition of them. If they did, | would not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
there is such a request contained in the resolu- 
trons. 

Mr. JONES. We might, with the same pro- 
priety, take the message of a Governor of a State 
and have it spread upon our Journals. What 
would be the difference? We might take one of 
their acts and have it read and placed upon our 
Journal. It is a bad precedent to establish, and 
it certainly is uot very complimentary to Dr. 
Kane. If the House wants to pass a resolution 
complimentary to him, it is, as I said before, 


right and proper to introduce it. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Allow me to ask a question. 


| Do I understand that the Legislature do not ask 


in the resolutions that they should be presented 
here? 

Mr. TYSON. They do ask it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the Legislature requests 

, | would receive them. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iask that the Jast resolu- 
tion be arain read. 

The resolution was read accordingly 

Mr. JONES. I did not before hear the last 


i 
| resolution read, or I should not have objected. I 


Elisha Kent Kane, in his late expedition to the Polar regions | 


in search of Sir John Franklin, aided by the officers and 
men under his command, have placed his name in the first 
rank among Arctf® explorers; and whereas the observa- 
tions and discoveries he has made are important additions 
to geographical and meteorological science, and valuable in 
the light which they shed upon the currents of the ocean, 


upon the mysterious changes in the magnetic needle, and | 


upon the physical laws of this globe; and whereas the nar- 
rative of these heroic labors and their magnificent results 
should be widely diffused, as well to encourage the spirit 
of scientific research among our countrymen, as to express 


the profound sense we entertain of the merits and services 


ofthe explorer: Therefore, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 
o inquire into the character of the book about to be issued 


y Dr. Kane, as to letter- press, illustrations, and binding, | 


ad report their opinion of the expediency of ordering a 
certain number of copies thereof for use and distribution. 


Mr. LETCHER. I object to the resoiution. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the resolutions of the State of Pe nnsylvania were 
admitted without objection. A motion is made 
that they be laid upon the table and printed. If 
no objection be aie 
of them. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If they are merely 








e, that disposition will be made | 


| lisher thereof, a sufficient number of copies of * 


| withdraw my objection. 


The resolutions were then laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALDEN’S INDEX. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Lam instrueted by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to introduce the following 
joint resolution, to which I think there will be 
no objection: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and instructed, to purchase from the auihor and pub- 
Alden’s 
Index to the Reports of the Supreme Court of the Uniied 
States, ’’ in three volumes, to distribute as follows, viz: 

To the President, heads of Departments, and heads of 
bureaus, each one copy,for the use of those officers and their 
successors in office 

To the judges of the supreme, circuit and district courts 
of the United States, of the courts of the United States in 


' the Territories, and to the district attorneys of the United 


States, each one copy, for the use of those officers and their 
successors in office. 

To the legations and consulsbips of the United States, 
each one copy, for the use of said legations and consul- 
ships. 

To the Library of the Senate, twenty-five copies, to the 
Library of the House of Representatives fifty copies; for the 
use of the committees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives respectively: Provided, The price per volume 
shall not exceed five dollars. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I D by 

Mr. GREENWOOD, by unanimous consent, 


introduced a bill for Mee? improvement of the 


THE CON GRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 


navigation, and to continue the survey of White | 


river, in the States of Arkansas and Missouri; 


|| which was read a first and second time, and re- 
_ ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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| And ae on motion by Mr. G AL LL OWAY, 
| (at a quarter past three o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned till Monday next, at twelve o'clock, m. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 10, 1856. 
The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a reportof the Secretary of War, showing, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, the 
number of messengers, laborers, and employés, 
other than clerks, in the War Department, and 
the compensation allowed to each; which, on mo- 
tion by Mr. Apams, was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
Also, a report of the Secrets ary of the Navy, 
showing, in compliance with a resojution of the 
Senate, the numbe r of mes sengers, laborers, and 
e mployés, other than clerks,in the Nav y De apna 
ment, and the compensation allowed to each; 
which, on motion by Mr. Apams, was refi rred 

| to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in it een with a resolution 
of the Senate, copie s of the instructions given to 
( yommodore McCauley, while recently and tempo- 
rarily in command of the Home squadron; which, 
on motion by Mr. Fisu, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL S. WOOD AND SON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter from the chief clerk of the Court 
of Claims, communic: ating, in compli: ince with a 
resolution of the Senate, the memorial and papers 
of Samuel S. Wood & Son, which were referred 
to the court by an order of the Senate of the 3d 
of March. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that those papers be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. These memorialists, I un- 
derstand, present a claim for damages for the de- 
struction of property at Greytown by the United 
States sloop-of-war Cyane, under the command of 
Commander Hollins. 1 suggest that the proper 
reference of the memorial would be the Commit- 
tee on Foreigh Relations. If the Senator from 
New York concurs in opinion with me, I should 
be ple ased if he would modify his mot ion so as 
to refer the papers to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SEWARD. The ec laim, as I understand 
it, in the shape in which it is presented by the 
petitioners, would control that matter, They 
suppose the ‘y have a legal, or at any rate a jus 
and equitable, claim against the Governme a ao 
that no question of foreign relations is concerned 
init. I have no choice about the reference. I 
proposed the Committee on Claims, because that 
was the direction suggested by the applicants, who, 
I suppose, are content to stand or fall on the just 
claim which they have, and which they suppose 
the Committee on Claims to be the proper com- 
mittee to consider. 

Mr. GRODHEAD. I presumed that it was a 
matter involving questions of international law, 
and for that reason I thought the Committee on 
Foreign Relations would be the most appropriate 
one to consider it. 

Mr. SEWARD. It 
our own citizens, 

Mr.WELLER. The Senatorfrom New York, 
I believe, submitted some time since a me morial 
of William H. Deforrest, praying for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed at San Juan, which 

| was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. Of course this ought to receive the same 
reference. Ihave no desire that it shall be sent 
| to the committee of which [am a member, but 
it ought to take the same direction as former me- 
morials on the same subje ct. 

Mr. SEWARD. ‘There is great justice in the 
remarks of the honorable Senator; but I think he 
is in error. In regard to the claims which I have 
presented for indemnity for losses suffered by the 
bombardment of San Juan, I have followed the 
direction of the memorialists themselves. My 

impre ssion is, that all those claims were sent to 
the Committee on Claims, and not to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. The case of Wood 


is the petition of one of 
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& Son is one which they desire to submit to the 
Senate as a claim against the Government, and 
they are of the opinion that the Court of Claims 
have no jurisdiction in their case. I think, there- 
fore, that honorable Senators will agree that it is 
right and just to allow them to have the opinion 
of the Committee on Claims on the subject. 


The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from || 


Pennsylvania submit a motion ? 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 


the sense of the Senate. 


The memorial and accompanying papers were | 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of Sherlock 


Fillmore and other citizens of Clarence, in the | 


State of New ¥ ork, praying to be allowed addi- 
tional bounty lard for services in the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying the adoption of meas- 
ures for the adjustment of all international diffi- 
culties by arbitration, so as to avoid a recourse 
to war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the petition of William 
B. Carrico and others, watchmen at the Wash- 
ington navy-yard, praying to be allowed certain 
arrearages of pay; which was referred to the 
Committee on lene. 

Mr. WELLER presented a petition of officers 
of the Army, praying that the commutation price 
of the Army ration may be increased; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WELLER. I present the petition of 
Michael Muss, of California, asking bor compen- 
sation for outrages committed on him by the 
State of Sonora, in Mexico. I do not exactly see 
how this Government is liable for outrages com- 
mitted there on American citizens; but the Goy- 
ernment of Mexico undoubtedly is liable. I move 
its reference,in accordance with my instructions, 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, supposing 
they will send it to the State Department, where 
it will be filed as a claim against the Government 
of Mexico. 

it was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. , 

Mr. REID presented a petition of citizens of 
Centre and its vicinity, in North Carolina, pray- 
ing fora reduction of the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Charles 
A. Seefeld, a pensioner of the United States, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PUGH. I present the petition of Na- 
than B. Marsh, praying for the appointment of a 
committee to examine his invention for ascertain- 
ing the nature of the bottoms in deep-sea sound- 
ings. A similar petition was presented a few days 
ago by the Senator from Posinsylvenia, (Mr. 
Bieter,]} and was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; I therefore move that this petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH also presented four petitions of 
citizens of Ohio, praying the adoption of meas- 
ures for the construction of a railroad to the Pa- 
cific; which were referred to the select committee 
on that subject. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Dodds, and the 

etition of Amos Irvin, soldiers in the war of 

812, praying an amendment of the bount 
law of March 3, 1855; which were ordere 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
memorial of James A. Gordon and others, me- 
chanics and Jaborers at the navy-yard at Wash- 
ington, praying for an increase of compensation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


to lie 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL( 


No, sir, I shall submit to | 


land || 


Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of | 


Smith Mowrey, Jr., praying for the confirmation || 


of his utle to certain islands on the coast of 
Florida, which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BIGLER. I presenta series of resolutions 
from the Board of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, relative to the dis- 
tribution of public documents. This is an in- 
corporated body, and they ask that provision be 








' 

| made by which they will receive annually the 
suggest that the law for that purpose should be 
general, and that all similar institutions—boards 
of trade and chambers of commerce—in the vari- 

ous cities of the United States, should be favored 

with copies of those documents. 

Mr. SUMNER. To what committee does the 
Senator propose to refer those resolutions? I 
inquire, because I have already presented one 
memorial of a similar character from the Board 
of Trade of Boston, which was referred to the 
|, Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then I shall propose that these 
resolutions be referred to that committee. 

They were so referred. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of H. 
Henry, a captain in the Navy, who has been 
placed upon the reserved list, praying to be re- 
stored to his former position in the service; which 
was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Also, the memorial of D. Conner, a captain in 
the Navy, who has been placed upon the reserved 
list, praying to be restored to his former position 
in the service; which was ordered to lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. FISH presented additional papers in rela- 
tion to the petition of A. C. Rhind, praying for 
restoration to his former position in the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of J. 
Paul Zantzinger, late a captain in the Navy, who 
was dropped in consequence of the recommend- 
| ation of the late naval board, complaining that he 

has been treated with harshness and injustice, 
| and praying that some suitable provision may be 
| made for his support; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 
| WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


| On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate re- | 


lating to the claim of Betsey Whipple, widow of Stephen 
Whipple, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Eliza Henley, widow of 


BE. 


| was referred a bill to continue the improvemen 
| . o | 
|| public documents printed by Congress; and they | 





ne, 


— 


of the harbor at Vermilion, Ohio, reported jx 


| back without amendment. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memoria] of 
Zadock Thompson, praying for compensation for 
his services in preparing a historical sketch of 
the State of Vermont to accompany the ceéngys 
returns, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Zadock Thompson; which was 
read a first time, and ordered toa second readino 
He submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


| by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, announced that they 
_ had passed the following bills; in which they re. 


quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending 30th 
June, 1857; and 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions for the year ending 


| 30th of June, 1857. 


Also, that they had passed the joint resolution 
of the Senate providing for the final adjustment 
of certain cases of appeal from decisions made by 
the Auditor of the Wreasury for the Post Office 
Department; and Senate bill to admit to register 
or enrollment the schooner Zadock Pratt. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. ADAMS. I introduced, a few weeks ago, 
a bill to amend the naturalization laws, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


| It may not be reported back for some time to 


come, and under our rules it will not be printed 
until they shall report on it. Lam receiving many 


| applications for information as to the provisions 


of the bill; and in order to have it before us, I 
move that the bill be ordered to be printed. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
PENITENTIARY PUNISHMENT. 
Mr. BAYARD. Tam instructed by the Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 6) relating to punishment in the 


| penitentiary, to report it back without amend 


John D. Henley, on the files of the Senate, be referred to || 


the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That Cyrus H. MeCormick have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Moore & Hascall, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate, re- 


lating to the claim of Nannie Denman, be referred to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to withdraw from 
the files the petition of A. G. Benson, claiming 
damages in consequence of the action of the Gov- 
ernment in reference to certain guano islands in 
the Pacific. This claim, last year, was referred, 
on my motion, to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, who did not act on it. It was referred 


to them at a late day, and that, probably, was the | 


reason for not acting on it. The petitioner in- 
forms me that he supposes the proper reference 


' to be the Committee of Claims, and it is proposed | 


by him that it shall take that direction. I there- 
fore move, if there be no objection on the part 


of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that the | 


papers be withdrawn from the files and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


merce, to whom was referred a petition praying | 


| for the continuation of the harbor at 


| Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Com- | 


ichigan 


City, Indiana, reported a bill for continuing the | 
improvement of the harbor at Michigan City; | 
which was read a first time, and ordered to a) 


second reading. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


improvement of the harbor of 
an 


ubuque, Iowa, 
a bill to continue the improvement of the 
, Tennessee river, reported them back with amend- 
| ments. 

| He also, from the same committee, to whom 





ee 


were referred a bill making appropriations for the | 


ment, and recommend its passage. I ask for its 


| consideration now, and I will explain the object 





| 


of the bill. It merely provides for conferring on 
the United States courts, in sentencing a person 
convicted of crime to hard labor in the peniten 
tiary, the power to sentence him to any peniten 
tiary in the State in which he is convicted, with- 


| out regard to the fact whether it is in the judieial 


district in which the court sits or not. It is ne- 
cessary in the particular States to which it is in- 
tended to apply. I hope it will now be considered 
and passed. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committtee of the Whole. 
It proposes to enact, that where any judicial dis- 
trict has been, or may hereafter be, divided, the 


| circuit and district courts of the United States 


shall have power to sentence any one, con 
vieted of an offense punishable by imprisonment 
and hard labor, to any penitentiary within the 
State, though it may be out of the judicial dis- 
trict in which the person is convicted. It pro- 
vides for authorizing the United States courts in 
the northern districts of Ohio and Illinois to 
transfer to the penitentiary of their respective 
States any prisoner, or prisoners, who may now 
be confined in jail in their districts for peniien- 
ony offenses. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


COURT TERMS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TOUCEY. A bill was some time since 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
regulating the terms of the circuit court in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to accelerate the progress 
of business in that court, which will give rise, I 
think, to no debate. It has been unanimous! 
po eg ho by the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 
ask that it may be taken up, and passed at this 
time. 

The bill (8. No. 129) was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Its object is to confer on the circuit court of this 
District, power, by rule of court, to regulate the 
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1856. 
periods of holding its terms, to fix their number, 
and to alter them from time to time, as public 
-ynvenience may require; but at least three terms 
wre to be held annually. All suits and actions 
law are to stand for judgment or trial at the 
ooxt term after process shall be returned ‘* exe- 
ved,’ unless good cause for continuance be 
shown. 

' The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to ask my friend from 
Connecticut, whether it is quite certain that the 
werms of the court will be so specifically fixed 
under this bill that the public will always be ad- 
yised of the time when the court is to sit? The 
law now designates the time when the court is to 
meet; everybody ,has notice of it; but when itis 
merely fixed and altered, as this bill allows it to 
be, at the will of the judges, it may not be certain, 
ynless some public notice be given, that the peo- 
ple who are interested will be at all times advised 
of the time when the court is going to assemble. 
| think there ought to be something more specific 
in that respect. 

Mr. TOUCEY. There will be no difficulty of 
that kind at all. It will be a matter perfectly 
well known and understood, fixed by rule of 
court, and understood by all practitioners. I be- 
lieve it is universally thought to be a great im- 
provement, to which no one objects. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Mississippi submit an amendment? 

Mr. BROWN. If the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary has examined this matter, I am not dis- 
posed to interpose any difficulty; but it seems to 
me that it will make the time when the court sits 
exceedingly uncertain, and may give rise to great 
embarrassment. I interpose no objection; I only 
wish this difficulty to be considered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARGES AGAINST NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Printing 
have had under consideration the report of the 
Seeretary of the Navy, made in compliance with 
aresolution of the Senate of the 26th of February, 
calling for copies of charges made against Com- 
mander Pendergrast and other naval officers, 
which was referred to them. The report is vol- 
uminous. No order has been made even to print 
the usual number, but the whole matter was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. I am in- 
structed by that committee to report in favor of 
printing the usual number for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. What is the document? 

Mr. JOHNSON. A report of the Secretary 
of the Navy, in compliance with a call made by 
a resolution offered by the Senator from Texas, 
{[Mr. Hovuston,] asking for copies of charges 
made against Commander Pendergrast and other 
naval officers. 

Mr. CASS. Has it been the subject of court- 
martial? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from Texas 
can perhaps answer the question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have reported in favor of 
printing a document called forth by a resolution 
of the Senator from Texas, relative to charges 
against certain naval officers, some of whom were 
members of the late board. 

_ The PRESIDENT. The question is on print- 
ing the document. 

Mr. CASS. I do not know anything about 
this matter, but I have a very g 
Ihave expressed it a number of times—to con- 
stituting ourselves into a court of appeal on 
every quarrel between officers. I do not see that 


n 


rreat aversion—and | 


acase is made out calling for our investigation, | 


and requiring us to put the public to the expense 
of printing large masses of documents. I in- 
quired before, and have not received an answer, 
whether this matter was investigated by a naval 
court-martial ? 


Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator from Texas is | 


the gentleman who called for the information. 
Whether he knows what he has calied for, or 
not, I cannot say; but I suppose the Senator will 
be able to give an answer. The Committee on 
Printing does not pretend to be familiar with 
naval affairs, and will not undertake to decide as 
to what is the appropriate course to be pursued in 


regard to such matters. I sought to obtain all 
the information possible on this question, but I 
have not been able to obtain much from any quar- 
ter. The committee were left to wade throuch a 
mass of documents sent to the Senate in response 
to a call made by the Senator frem Texas. We 
believe it rather too much of a private matter, and 
therefore do not report in favor of printing more 
than the usual number for the use of the Senate. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I do not 
consider anything a private matter which con- 
cerns the public interest of the Navy or Army of 
the United States. If the honorable chairman 
and members of the Committee on Printing have 
not time to examine responses made to calls of 
the Senate, so as to determine upon the propriety 
or impropriety of publishing them, that is nothing 
to me. I called for the information communicated 
by this report for the purpose of ascertaining what 
course had been pursued on a question of great 
moment to the Navy. The Senate was informed 
by the honorable Secretary of the Navy, thatthe 
records of the Department were furnished for the 
guidance of the late retiring board in their action. 
I wished to obtain, for the enlightenment of the 
Senate,such portions of that intelligence as might 


affect the subject which has already been, and I | 


presume will be more, thoroughly discussed be- 
fore this body. . 

After examining the document, I shall be able 
to determine whether it will be proper to publish 
a larger or smaller number for the use of the 
Senate and the public at large; but, at present, I 
shall be satisfied with the publication of the usual 


‘number. There are many channels through which 


it can reach the public, if it be important; and in 
the course of discussion on the action of the late 
board I presume the whole subject will be laid 
before the public. Itis for the purpose of having 
a proper understanding of the questions arising 
out of the conduct of the retirme board that I 
have made a number of special calls on the Navy 
Department for information. In addition to the 
call that has been made, which has produced so 
much infelicity or trouble to the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, I have a few more to 
present, which I will send to the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose the Senator does 
not wish to present them now. Let this subject 
be first disposed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [am perfectly willing that 
this subject shall be disposed of now. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senate is well aware 
of the latitude of the debate which has taken place 
in this Chamber in regard to the econduet of the 
late naval board. Senators wish to obtain all the 
information that it is possible to acquire in refer- 
ence to it. The Committee on Printing, I be- 
lieve, have had no part of the subject in charge 
heretofore. Calls are made on the Navy De- 
partment by resolutions presented to the Senate 
and adopted, no objection being then made to 
them, but when answers are received they are 
referred to the Committee on Printing. It will 
be imposing on them an onerous duty to require 
them to determine what particular portions of the 
information communicated to the Senate should 
be published. ‘The Senator who made the call in 
this case does not seem to have examined the 
papers on the table, though they were presented 
to the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. We should be more than willing that 
he should have an opportunity to do so. 


Senate lay the question on the table for the pres- 
ent, in order that the Senator from Texas and 
the Senator from Michigan may have an oppor- 


| tunity to examine the papers for themselves, and 


so as toallow the Senator from Florida, who is 


| chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, an 


opportunity to examine them before the Senate 
order the printing. I merely desire to suggest 
that it is expecting very much of the Committee 
on Printing when they are asked to determine the 
propriety and necessity of the publication of 

apers like these, which manifestly relate to sub- 
Jects with which they have no official relations 
whatever. I ask that they lie on the table for the 

resent; and I will say that the Committee on 
Printing will be exceedingly glad to have a sug- 
gestion from any Senator in regard to the pro- 
priety of publishing these papers, and they will 


give full consideration to them before they will | 


‘\ again present them for printing. 


l ra under these circumstances, that the | 
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Mr.MALLORY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the 
table is not debatable. : 

Mr. MALLORY. 
draw it for a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, this debate 
is a commentary on the readiness with which the 
Senate adopts all resolutions without inquiry. 
The resolution calling on the Secretary of the 
Navy for this voluminous correspondence af- 
forded the Senate no information as to what the 
correspondence was, or what object was to be 
attained by its transmission to us. The reso- 
lution was passé dinstantly. The usual ceremony 
of laying it on the table for a day was not ob- 
served. The Senator who called for it does not 
now seem to know what the correspondence is, 
or exactly what he did call for. I have examined 
the correspondence; | saw when the call was 
made what it would be. You cannot very well 
publish one part of it without publishing the 
whole, and that whole will strike where Senators 
would not have the blow to fall. If you publish 
the whole, I think reflections will be made on 
gentlemen who have no interest in the controversy 
before the Senate, and who should not be lugged 
in here in this side-bar manner; but still you 
cannot publish one part without giving publicity 
to all, and do justice to all parties. I trust, there- 
fore, that on this information my friend from 
Arkansas will let the whole be published, and 
that there will be printed only the usual number 
for the use of the Senate. If we want extra copies 
we can order them hereafter. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘* The infelicity of the feel- 
ings of the Senator from Arkansas’’ would allow 
his friend from Texas to examine the papers. 1 
do not think he has seen them; perhaps he has 
not had an opportunity to see them. If he were 
to examine them he might change his opinion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, if it is a 
laborious task, i think it would be rather onerous 
for me to assume it when a division of that labor 
can be made. I think it would be most appropri- 
ate for the Committee on Printing to ascertain the 
import of the contents of this document. I will 
move that the usual number be printed for the 
use of the Senate, and that will put an end to 
this controversy. I have only had an opportunity 
of giving the papers a cursory examination, but 
enough to satisfy me that the facts contained in 
them are important to a proper understanding of 
the subject, which has been, and will be, under 
discussion in the Senate, and for that reason I 
desire that the usual number be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. lL understand that the Sen- 
ator desires to have the papers published now 
He does not wish for delay. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; I desire that the 
usual number be printed at once. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then, sir, I shall not move 
to lay the question on the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ing to the report of the committee ordering the 
printing of the usuel number. 

‘The report was agreed to. 

ACTION OF THE NAVAL BOARD. 

Mr. HOUSTON. L[offera resolution of inquiry. 
If any remarks shall be necessary to expluin It, 
I am ready to address myself to them. I offer the 
resolution, and ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy send to the 
Senate the name of every officer of the Navy who held a 
place on the register since the 4th of March, 1853, who could 
not or would not perform his share of sea duty, and thereby 
imposed upon the Department the necessity of requiring 
from some other officer who was both able and willing an 
extra share of duty. Also, the names of all captains, com- 
manders, and lieutenants of the Navy who have, within the 
period aforesaid, applied for service at sea Or on shore, desig- 
nating the names of the successful applicants and the names 
of the rejected; and, as far as practicable, the reasons for 
not giving employment to more officers of the several grades 
aforesaid. 

Also, the names of all captains, commanders, and lieu- 
tenants of the Navy who have, within the last three vears 





I ask the Senator to with- 


mouon, 


| subsequent to the 4th of Mareh, 1853, declined, when 


invited or ordered by the Department on sea service or 
other duty appropriate to ther rank and station in the 
Navy, or who, being so appropriately employed, have been 
relieved from such duty at their own request, or at the 
request of their friends. 

Mr. MALLORY objected to the consideration 
of the resolution; and therefore it lies over for 
one day, under the rule. 


Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following reso- 
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lution, and asked for its immediate considera- 
tion: f ‘ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform the 
Senate what number of commissions, Or warrants, were 
issued by the Navy Department to masters in the line of 
promotion in the Navy, between the 13th and 16th days ot 
Beptember, 1855, both days inclusive ; how the said mas 


| 
| 
j 


ters have been employed ; and what the difference between | 


jeave and waiting orders pay of said masters and an equal 
number of passed midshipmen, from which they were pro- 
moted. 


Mr. MALLORY objected to the consideration 


of the resolution. 
FORT AT KENNEBECK RIVER. 
Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered by unanimous || 


consent, and agreed to: 


| 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- | 


form the Senate if, in his opinion, the fort at the mouth of 
Kennebeck river should be put in a state of repair, or if 
necessary to rebuild the same; and, if so, to furnish an 
estimate therefor. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


On motion by Mr. DURKEE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him on the 5th instant: 

Resolved, That the War Department furnish the Senate 
with an estrmate of all deficiencies now due on account of 
harbors and rivers, correctly describing the same, showing 
how they have originated. 

Mr. DURKEE. I move to strike out ** War 
Department,”’ and insert ** Secretary of War.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DURKEE. I will state, for the inform- 
ation of the Senate, that the resolution is merely 
desirned to obtain the facts in regard to some 
small amounts which are due to officers who have 
rendered service to the Government in charge of 
river and harbor improvements. 
counts sent to me to be adjudicated; and when I 
presented them to the Department, | was informed 
that an appropriation was necessary. The object 
of the resolution is to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the Senator a 
question. Iwas notable tounderstand the object 
of his resolution when it was first presented, and 
Ido not clearly comprehend it now. 


I have had ac- | 


I wish to | 


|} andin the possession of the States. 
|} supply of arms is as good as, and probably superior to, those 
of the same date of manufacture of any other nation, we | 


| 124) to increase the efficiency of the United States 


as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

appropriate $3,000,000, or as much of that sum 
| as may be necessary, to be expended under the 
direction of the President of the United States, 
in preparing armaments and ammunition for the 
| fortifications, in increasing the supply ofimproved 
| small-arms, and in applying recent improvements 
| to arms of old patterns belonging to the United 


Army, was read a second time, and considered 


|| States, and deposited with the several States. 


| 


| Mr. WELLER. This bill was reported by the 
| Committee on Military Affairs, in consequence 
of the special message of the President of the 


| 


| 
| 
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proposed to use $1,250,000 in rifling and putting 
new locks on the old muskets. For the sea-coast 
and garrison guns mounted there will be appro- 
priated $600,000; for the manufacture of small. 
arms of new models, $250,000; for the manufac. 
ture of small-arm accouterments, $100,000; fo; 
supplying ammunition for small-arms, $150,000. 
for supplying ammunition for sea-coast, garrison, 
and field guns, $450,000; for increasing the ca. 
pacity of the arsenals, $200,000. These items 
make the sum of $3,000,000, which we propose 
expending by this bill. Of course, it is very im. 
portant to the soldier that he should have an arm 




















in which he has the utmost confidence. We think 


| United States of 26th February last, and I ask | 


| War accompanying that message, which states 
the object which we have in view in this ex- 
penditure of $3,000,000. 
The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 
War DeparTMENT, 
Wasurnoton, February 25, 1856. 


| has been much increased, it is very desirable that these im- 


cable to the arms on hand, both in the Government arsenals 
Although our present 





| should have, in the use of them in their present condition, 


|} to cope at disadvantage with others who may have been be- 
| forehand with us in the actual application to their arms of | 


| 
| 


inquire of the Senator, whether he is making an | 


inquiry after unexpended balances of appropria- 


tion? 
Mr. DURKEE. 
sent to me by officers who have had charge of 


No, sir; I have had accounts | 


| the recent improvements. It has been our policy, hereto- 


| for the reading of the letter of the Secretary of | 


Sin: Improvements in arms and munitions of war | 
| having been recently perfected, whereby their efficiency | 


| fore, to carry on, gradually and slowly, the work of prepa- | 


| ration for military efficiency, both offensive and defensive, 


|| and in pursuance of this policy, the estimates of the War 


| Department, from year to year, have been limited to the 
| execution of such works only as accorded with the ordi- 
| hary means of our armories and arsenals, with but a small 
| force of operatives in employment. 
last submitted to Congress are based on these considera- 
tions. In view, however, of the propriety of assuring at 
the earliest practicable period military efficiency as regards 


provements should be applied as far and as soon as practi- || 


The regular estimates | 


the improvements which have been made are of 
such a character as to justify our proceeding more 
rapidly in their manufacture than under the slow 
process which has been pursued heretofore. 

The yeas and nays being taken on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading, resulted 
yeas 22, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Clay, Crit. 
tenden, Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of 
fowa, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Toy- 
cey, Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee— 22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Collamer, 
Fessenden, Foot, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Seward, Sum- 
ner, Wade, and Wilson —12. ’ 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

Mr. BRODHEAD desired to record his vote: 
but the result having been announced, he was not 
allowed to do so. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish to state, in 
a few words, the ground on which I vote against 
this bill. In the first place, I think there is no 
immediate exigency requiring an appropriation 
now of such an amount to be expended under 
the discretion of the Executive. The session is 


likely to be protracted for at least four or five 
| months to come; and if such an exigency should 


armainentand munitions, (we have itabundantly as regards || 


ures should now be adopted; that we should increase the 
capacity for production and the force in employment at our 
armories and arsenals ; that we should prepare more rap- 
idly armaments and ammunition for our fortifications ; that 
we should increase our supplies of improved small-arms by 


i] , 

| men,) it seems proper that more active and vigorous meas- 
! 

| 


the manufacture of new ones, and by the alteration of those | 
| of past dates of fabrication, including both United States 


and State arms, and that we should provide ample supplies 
of ammunition, accouterments, and implements for the im- 


| mediate and most efficient use of the whole. 


these public works, and rendered services for the | 


last year, and they now ask for payment for their 


| 


services; but there is no appropriation to pay them. | 


Mr. STUART. 
resolution. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I have no objection to the 


I confess I do not exactly | 


| 


understand the intention of this resolution, and | | 


would be glad to have some information in rela- 
tion to it. ‘To what deficiencies does it relate ? 

Mr. DURKEE. 
the public works at various harbors in the West, 
and have rendered services for the last year or 
two, but there is no means in the Treasury for 
paying them. The head of the bureau has in- 
formed me there should be an appropriation, and 
then he could adjust their accounts. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the resolution will lie 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution has been 
called up by an order of the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTER. Then I move to postpone it | 


until to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
THREE MILLION BILL. 

Mr. WELLER. I intended to call up this 
morning the fortification bill, which was under 
consideration on Thursday last; but I do not feel 
at liberty to do so, in consequence of the absence 
of my friend from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] who feels 


interested, as the representative of that State, in | 
two Sm mr which are proposed in the | 


bill. Those two works are, unfortunately, placed 
m the situation of being opposed by the Secretary 


of War, who considers them unnecessary. 1 | 


shall, therefore, be compelled, under the rule 
which I have prescribed to myself, to move to 
strike them from the bill. I will not call it up, 
however, for the reason which I have stated. I 
gave notice, however, ona former day, that I] 
intended to call up this morning the bill appro- 
priating $3,000, for increasing the efficiency 
of the Army. 
to the consideration of that bill. 


Officers have had charge of | 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


In order to effect this, it is necessary that more than or- 


and I respectfully suggest and recommend that application | 
be made tor an early appropriation of $8,000,000 for in- | 


creasing the military efficiency of the country, to be ap- 
plied at the discretion of the President towards the objects 
before stated. 


| have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient || 


| | 


servant, 
JEFF’N DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
To the PResipentT. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it to 
be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Hate 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. TIshould be glad to ask 
a single question of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. I do not wish to argue 
the merits of the bill; 1 desire merely to obtain 
an answer to an inquiry which will enable me to 
vote understandingly. One of the purposes for 
which this money is asked is for ‘ applying 
recent improvements to arms of old 
with the several States.”’ I wish to know how 
these improvements are to be applied to arms 
which are now deposited with the States, 

Mr. WELLER. It 1s proposed to call in 
those arms from the States. I think when the 
annual report on the subject was made last year 
by the War Department, there were three hun- 
dred thousand of them. Among them are a 


great many of the old flint-lock muskets. They | 
have recently taken that musket, and by rifling | 


° ° ° 5 
it and putting a new lock on it, with Maynard’s 


primer, it makes, in my opinion, the most effect- 
ive weapon ever seen. It has been found that 
these old muskets in the hands of the people of 
the respective States, now wholly useless, can, 
by rifling and these other improvements, (the 
whole additional cost being ony about three dol- 
lars on each musket,) be made the most effective 
weapon ever used in the Army of the United 


I ask the Senate now to proceed || States. 


Of the $3,000,000 appropriated by the bill, it is 


arise, we shall have ample time to make appro- 
priations to mectif. I am unwilling that the im- 
pression shall go abroad that this vote of confi- 
dence in the Executive, involving an expenditure 
of $3,000,000, results from the little speck of war 
that may appear in our eastern horizon. I do 
not wish to contribute to the current of apprehen- 
sion which does, perhaps, exist in some quarters 


of the country on that subject. 


Another ground of objection is, that, in my 


. . ¥ . . 
; i ; | opinion, such an appropriation as this ought to 
dinary means be placed at the disposal of the Executive ; || P 3 wan = 


be always very specific. I understand itto have 
been a fundamental principle laid down by the 
father of Democracy in this country, that appro- 


|| priations should always be made as specific as 


patterns | 
belonging to the United States, and deposited |! 


| 
| 


possible. I oppose this bill asa violation of that 
fundamental principle; though, at the same time, 
I do not hesitate to admit that, if the exigency 
were so pressing that specifications could not be 


|, made with requisite certainty within the cme 


required of the different purposes for which the 


| money asked for was to be expended, I would 


_ not stand upon this point. 


Here, however, isa 
very large appropriation proposed to be left alto- 
gether to executive discretion. It ought to be 
distinctly specified how much is intended for the 


_improvement ‘of the small-arms deposited with 


the States; how much for repairs and improve- 
ments of the old arms; what proportion for the 


| purpose of manufacturing new descriptions of 
/arms: how much for ordnance, and for arming 





of fortifications; how much for field guns, and so 
on. This specification should be made in the 
bill, as far as it is possible to make it. 

But, above all, is there any deficiency in exist- 
ing appropriations to carry on these improvements 


‘at the present time? Ido not know that there is: 


the chairman of the Committee on Finance, the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,]} 
ought to inform us on that point. Is the appro- 
priation exhausted for the manufacture of ord- 
nance, either for forts or field guns? Is there an 

deficiency at all in the amount of efficient small - 
arms? f thought that a year or two ago it was 
supposed we should have some difficulty in dis- 
posing of the surplus of small-arms. The com- 
plaint was that we were manufacturing more than 
was necessary. We were told then that great 
expense was incurred in keeping clean the extra 
tens or extra hundreds of thousands of guns 
which we had, and in furnishing store-room for 
them. This I happen to know from having had 
occasion, at one time in my life, to look a little 
into these things. I think I have heard it reit- 
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with small-arms. 
tions; there is the Minie rifle and Sharpe’s rifle. 
Other improvements in small-arms may be 
effected; and it is proper that we should have a 
supply of improved small-arms. I should, with 
Jleasure, give my voice for an appropriation of 
whatever might be thought adequate—$250,000, if 
you please—for that purpose; because, pe srhaps, 
ihe old appropriations may not be applicable to 
a 1t purpose. I wish in no respect to cramp the 
facilities of this Government in arming our forts; 
= I am willing to make all the ap ropriations 
for that object which the wants of the public 
serv ic e call for. 
included in the schedule which has been read by 
the honorable Senator from California are, I 
think, very prone) r, but there is no occasion for 
this wholesale appropriation at this time, contrary 
to the usual principle and practice of the Govern- 
ment in making such appropriations. 
Other gentlemen may differ from me; 
any thing that I know, they may entertain appre- 
hensions that there is an immediate exige ney; 
but I think this appropriation is unnecessary at 
this period of the session, when we are to sit here 
‘or pe =r. five or six months more, and when, 
so far as 
sion of war. If other gentlemen entertain any 
appre -hension, I can very readily understs ind on 
what ground they desire ‘this appropriation to be 
made speedily ,and on what ground the Secre tary 
of War makes this application. 
I do not wish to be understood as implying, in 
the opposition which I make to the passage of 
this bill, that I have any want of the usual confi- 
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erated on this floor that we are rather overstocked I i tity of arms and munitions of war to ‘that coast, 
I admit there are new inven- | 


The objects of appropriation | 


and, for 


can judge, there is no great apprehen- | 


dence which ought to be reposed in the President | 


and in the Secretary of War. Ido not mean to 
make any expression signifying my want of con- 
fidence in those high functionaries of the Gov- 
ernment; and I trust that neither what I have 
said, nor the vote which I have given, nor the 
vote which I shall give, will be so understood. 
But, sir, we act here now in reference to those 
gentlemen precisely as we would act in reference 
to gentlemen occupying the same position at any 
other time. Weare to act upon great, leading, 
fundamental principles, so far as we can apply 
them to the subject be fore us. I admit that those 
principles are not rigid; but the ee of speci- 
fication, and of not trusting more to the Execu- 
tive than is actually necessary, is, I consider, a 
leading principle which should guide our action. 
These are my grounds of opposition to this bill, 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, if there be 
any Senator who is disposed to vote against this 
appropriation because it is not sufficiently spe- 
cific, | have no sort of objection to amending the 
bill so as to make it conform to the statement 
which I made in answer to the Senator from 
Kentucky. Inreply to his question, I stated that 
we proposed to expend $1,250,000 of these three 
millions, in altering the small-arms of the old 
atterns. If all those arms which are now in the 
hende of the States were sent in,this appropriation 
would not be sufiicient to effect that object; but 
we take it for granted that there will not be a 
larger number sent in than the $1,250,000 w ill be 
sufficient to repair and make conform to the pres- 
ent patterns. The change proposed, as I said 
before, is rifling the musket, putting on a new 
lock with the modern improvement and May- 
nard’s primer. We propose to expend $600, 000 
for sea-coast and garrison guns; 
the manufacture of small-arms of new ‘models; 
$100,000 for manufacturing small-arm accouter- 
ments 
small- -arms; $450,000 for supplying ammunition 
for sea- coast, garrison, and field guns; and 
$200,000 for increasing the capacity of arsenals. 


$250,000 for | 


; $150,000 for supplying ammunition for | 


Now, if the only objection of the Senator from | 


Tennessee [Mr. Beit] be that this bill is not 
sufficiently specific, I am perfectly willimg to 
amend it so as to make it conform to the state- 


ments which I have just made; because, as a | 
general rule, I desire every bill to be somewhat | 
more spe seific than this one is, as presented by the 


committee 

It is proposed to send a very large quantity of 
ammunition and military stores to the Pacific 
coast. Every one must see at once that, if we 
should be involved in a war with a maritime 
Power, the first blow would be struck on that 
coast. It is therefore desired to senda large quan- 


because we can never haveanyi intercourse between 
| this part of the continent and California after a 
war shall have broken out with a maritime Power, 
| until we have been able to obtain the supremacy 
of the seas; and that, in the present condition of 
things, might require some time. In the mean- 
while California would stand detached from the 
Union. We desire to have guns on that coast at 
the navy- — at San Francisco, suitable for arm- 
ing privateers. You have on the Pacific, from the 
Ne wE ngland States, an immense fleet of vessels 
engaged in the whaling business. Those vessels 
could very readily be converted into privateers- 
men if the »y had only the munitions of war, and 
| the right sort of ordnance stores with which to 
equip themselves. It is proposed that a consider- 
able part of this money shall be expended in 
sending these things there. 
W hether there will be a war or not I do not un- 
dertake to say. I have brought in this bill with- 
| out any reference whatever to that question; but 
no one can conceal from himself the fact, that there 
is a feverish state of the public mind not only 
here but in England, and a portion of the public 
press in both countries have brought about an 
exasperated state of feeling. Whether that will 
eventually result in war no one can now predict. 
At all events, it is well enough now, whilst we 
have a full Treasury, to make ample provision 
for defending ourselves in the event of our being 
involved in a war. Senators have, no doubt, seen 
a statement to the effect that a large number of 
troops have been sent from England to Canada. 
Whether they are placed there in anticipation of 
a difficulty with us, I do not undertake to s: ay. 
I have no other information on that subject than 
such as is found in the public prints. But, sir, 
I do think it is important that now, while we 
have the means, we should do at once what we 
propose to do in a long time. The object pro- 
posed to be accomplished by this bill would take 
several years to accomplish if we were to go on 
gradually; but I think it is better (as we have 
obtained, I will not say pe rfection, but have made 
vast improvements in arms, both of heavy caliber 
| and small caliber) to do this at once, and provide 
for the proper defense of the country. 
Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, I am obliged 
|to the honorable Senator for the explanation 
which he has given, and for the proposition which 
he has made. 

I have seldom been more embarrassed than I 
have been in regard to my vote on this bill. In 
the shape in which it stands I have recorded my 
vote against it, and shall be obliged to do so on 
its final passage, chiefly for a reason which has 
been so well assigned bY the honorable Senator 
| from ‘Tennessee, (Mr. Bexy.] It is that the 

passage of the bill, in its present she ape, especially 
connected as it is with the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States recommending it, im- 
plies and gives the world to understand that there 
is an extraordinary occasion, and that this occa- 
sion requires and secures, on the part of Congress, 
, an extraordinary confidence in the President of 
the United States. I do not myself see any such 
| extraordinary occasion; I am unwilling, by my 
vote, to say to the country that there is any such; 


any reason which the President of the United 
States can justly call for an expression or mani- 
festation of e xtraordinary confidence. 

As things stand, if I had $3,000,000 to e xpe ond 
| for the use of the United States and for its defense, 
I think that my judgment would incline me to 


appropriate it towards the construction of a rail- | 


| road across the continent, so as to combine our 
Atlantic center and Pacific regions, instead of 
applying | it to these appropriations; but it is easy 
always, and generally as inconclusive as easy, to 
| suggest something better in lieu of a definite plan 
| which is proposed by another person; therefore, 
insomuch as I have no ground to believe that a 
majority of Congress would agree with me in 
making that disposition of $3,000,000, I have not 
the least objection to agreeing with the committee 
and with the Senate in making the appropriation 
for the purposes which are intended to be secured 
| by this bill; and the detailed objects of it as they 
are given to us by the chairman of the committee 
seem to me suflicie tly plain and satisfactory. 
| If the bill were put into that shape, making 
'| definite appropriations for specific purposes, | 


nor in the absence of such an occasion do I see | 


| will this Government do 


BE. 
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shaukd cheerfully recall the vote w shich tion 
given against it, and give my vote in favor of its 
passage. 

I hope, therefore, the honorable Senator will 
follow up the suggestion which he has made, and 
let the bill be recommitted, or so amended as to 
take that shape. i think it will remove very great 
difficulties im its passage. Speaking only for 
myself, I confess that I do not like to “stand here 
voling against ap ape ations to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Army, for I believe in an efficient 
Army and an efficient Navy; but I do not believe 
ine xpressions of e xtraordinary confidence in an 
Administration at a time when there is no danger, 
when there is no crisis to justify a departure from 
the principle of jealous watchfulness by the Le- 
gislature over the Executive Department of the 
Government. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I think the 
vote on this bill was taken very unexpectedly. I 

can hardly think it was e xpected that this bill 

would pass without some discussion, or without 
some movement to put it into a form that would 
be acceptable to those who are in favor of its 
general object. LU should be unwilling for one to 
have the bill rest where it is, in a position which 
plac es honorable Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber in an attitude which they did not intend 
to occupy in regard to it. 1 should be in favor 
of making the bill more specific than itis, and 
leaving less to executive discretion. For one, lam 
an advocate of specific appropriations—appropri- 
ations as specific as the nature of the case will 
permit. 

But, sir, I wish to say, with regard to the sub- 
ject in general, that | have no apprehension what- 
ever that we are in danger of any rupture of our 
relations with England unless we seek it—unless 
we take the initiative. Why, sir, what occasion 
have we toapprehend any diffic ulty with a foreign 
nation? Hasany nation any rround of complaint 
against us? Has Great Britain any ground of 
complaint against us? What have we done? 
Have we offered any indignity to Great Britain? 
Have we violated a treaty with her? Have we 
proposed to do anything at which the Government 
of Great Britain can take offense? I certainly 
know of nothing. ‘The question with us is, what 
to enforce its rights 


| under existing treaties with Great Britain, which 


| we 


have not violated—which in our judgment 
Great Britain has violated? What have we to 


| apprehend because Great Britain has intruded by 


her officers and agents into this country—violate d 


| our munic ipal laws and our rights of sovereignty ? 


Have they any ground to complain of us? It 
seems to me the subje ct is presented in an alto- 
gether erroneous view when the idea is put forward 


that we are in any danger from that quarter. 


| in astate of the most profound peace, 


| which we already have, 


| votes dire etly 1 in opposition to thes 


I am glad that on the present occasion meas- 
ures are taken by this Government to put our 
fortific ations and the public defenses in a proper 
condition, to make improvement in the arms 
to carry on the fortifica- 
tions which are in progress. We are able to do 
it; it ought to be done. If we were {as we are) 
even with- 
out the slightest ripple on the waters, it would be 
our duty, it would be our policy, to do it. I 
therefore hope that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will himself move a 
reconsideration of the vote which has just been 
taken, for the purpose of making this bill more 
specific, for | am not willing that gentlemen on 
the other side, who have manifested such a 
triotic determination to maintain the rights of this 
country, should be placed in the position of giving 
veeches which 


VWi- 


| they have made, and to the views which they have 


rofessed. 


Mr. WELLER. 


I desire to offer an amend- 


| ment. 


The PRESIDENT. It is too late, without a 


reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was 


| ordered to be engrossed. 


Mr. WELLER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. You had better move to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. WELLER. I move, then, that the vote 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
again open to amendment. 


I suppose it can be done by 
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Mr. WELLER. I now move an amendment, 
to come in at the close of the bill, in these words: 
To be applied and expended in the following manner, to 
a 
"i or altering small-arms of the old patterns, #1,250,000. 

Vor sea-coast and garrison guns, mounted, 600,000. 

For manufecturing emall-arms of new models, £250,000. 

For manufacturing small arm accouterments, $100,000. 

For supplying ammunition for small-arms, $150,000. 

For supplying ammunition for sea-coast, garrison, and 
field gun«, #459,000, 

For increasing the capacity of the arsenals, £200,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I understand 
that the Senator from Tennessee objects to this 
bill for two reasons: first, because it is not spe- 
cific enough in the nature of the appropriations— 
but that has been remedied by the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California; and, next, 
because he was apprehensive that it might pro- 
duce or serve to increase a war panic. So far as 
I myself am concerned, nobody would regret 
such a tendency more than I shoulddo. As I 
said in the debate on the bill for increasing the 
Navy, I hope and believe that there will be no 
war. I think there ought to be none, if the pres- 
ent matters of difference are properly managed; 
but, sir, whether there be a war or not, I believe 
thata portion of the surplus in the Treasury could 
not be better, more wisely, and more economically 
expended than in providing for the fortification 
and protection of our coast, and in accumulating 
such munitions of war as may be necessary In or- 
der to protect ourselves against a coup de main, if 
one were to be attempted, or any sudden descent 
which might be undertaken at any future day by 
any hostile Power. I have therefore voted more 
liberally for appropriations of this sort than has 
been my wont—not because I expected a war, 
but, | will frankly say, because, in reflecting on 
this subject, which I have been induced to do 
somewhat from our recent difficultics, I have 
come to the conclusion that, whether there were 
war or peace, we ought to protect our coasts. [t 
is as essential and important, it is as wise and 
economical, todo so as itis for the farmer to fence 
in his farm. 

1 was informed the other day—and indeed we 
heard from the letter of the general of engineers, 
General Totten, which was read—that an addi- 
tion, small in comparison with the usual appropri- 
ation for fortifications, would place our fortifica- 
tions in such a condition that no enemy with a 
mere fleet could assail any of our important towns 
without encountering danger—without meeting 
witha serious and formidable defense. I believed 
then that it was wise and proper to take a portion 
of the surplus in the ‘Treasury for the purpose of 

acing our coasts in such a condition. But this 

is not all. Itis not only essential to provide a 
system of fortifications, but also to provide mu- 
nitions of war, which cannot be provided sud- 
denly if an emergency should arise. 

Mr. WELLER. [If the gentleman will allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment, [ will merely 
state that in the report of the colonel of ordnance 
itis stated that two thousand five hundred and 
forty-seven pieces are required, in addition to 
those on hand, for the forts now under construc- 
tion; and this number will probably be increased 
by each new work which may be authorized, so 
that there is already a deficiency of arms for the 
forts which we have, and we propose increasing 
the number of fortifications. 

Mr. HUNTER, Without this bill, therefore, 
it would be necessary to propose to add more 
speedily than has heretofore been our wont to our 
system of fortifications, because the forts would 
be of no use unless we have guns to put inthem, 

Sir, [think that the recent experience of the 
world has taught us, that the cheapest mode of 
defending ourselves in time of war is by means 
of fortifications, and by a proper accumulation 
and supply of the munitions of war. This 
course has this recommendation: it not only en- 
ables us to defend ourselves more cheaply, but it 
enables us to distribute the expense through a 
series of years of peace, and thus we feel it much 
less sensibly than we should do if we had to 
»rovide everything when the emergency arose. 
believe, that with a proper system of fortifica- 
tions, with a proper provision of arms and muni- 
tions of war, united to the system of internal 
communication that we have, which would enable 
us to concentrate troops at any point on the coast 
which might be menaced, we could reduce any 
attaek upon our coast, from any nation which was 





TH 





strong only in naval power, to the dimensions of 


| amere buccancering expedition—rather an assault | 


on private interests, than a serious attack on any 
interest large enough to be called national. 
Now, sir, to place our country in such a posi- 
tion as this, especially by means of an expendi- 
ture no larger than is proposed, seems to me to 
be of the first maainitaiké whether we are to have 
war or peace. It adds to the sense of security; 
it adds to the respect which foreign nations may 
feel for us; and I confess that I desire to see this 
country placed in such a condition that no foreign 
Power shall ever direct a gun in menace upon our 
coast without feeling that they do it under the 


responsibility of aiming it at those who have | 


guns enough pointed in return to give them a 
Rowland for their Oliver, no matter from whom 
itmay come. This is a condition in which we 
ought to place the country, whether there be peace 
or war. I believe that, if placed in such a condi- 
tion, we should be more apt to preserve peaceful 


| relations with foreign Powers, than if we were 


supposed to be lying in a defenseless attitude, 
subject to an assault from any foreign nation 
which might have a fleet strong enough, as it 
supposed, to sweep our coast. 

f we can effect this object by such appropria- 


tions as have been proposed for fortitying the | 


coast, for arming those fortifications, for providing 
proper supplies of powder and munitions of war, 
which cannot be provided ina hurry, I ask if it 
be not wise, and proper, and economical to do so? 
[ ask if it be not a proper expenditure and invest- 
ment of our surplus money? Is it not better to 
have it in that shape than in money locked up in 
the ‘Treasury ? 

So far as the change of the model of arms is 
concerned, [ acknowledge that it is a matter of 
subordinate importance; but still itis a matter of 


| importance, and to some extent an appropriation | 


ought to be provided for that object. 


tis a matter | 


of some importance, because it is well known that | 
we depend, so far as defense by land is concerned, | 
so far as military defenses are concerned, not only | 


on fortifications, but on our means of concen- 
trating rapidly men who are accustomed to the 


use of arms, and who have arms in their hands. | 


To enable us, with the assistance of these fortifi- 
cations, to defend the country, in order to avail 
ourselves of the immense power which lies dor- 


mant in the country, we ought to have a proper | 


model. Now, Tf understand that by an expense 


| fifty cents to the musket, we can convert the 
| present muskets, which have been made accord- 
ing to the old fashion, into the most efficient | 


arm perhaps in the world. I speak not my own 
opinion on the subject, but the opinion of those 


| who deserve our confidence,and who say, that by 
cat . ’ ¢ 

such anaddition we may make, as is believed, the | 

best rifle in the world. Some money ought to be | 


| appropriated to that object. 


content to proceed as rapidly to that end as the 
bill proposes, still we ought to do something for | 


| shail support it., 


that purpose. [ believe it would be wise and 
proper to do so. For one, I am willing to vote 
enough to proceed rapidly, because I wish to see 


the country placed, as soon as possible, in a con- | 


dition in which she may defy any sudden assault, 


any attempt to sweep our coast by a mere coup de | 
If we have it to do, and if we have the | 


main. 
money in the Treasury, would it not be a far better 
application to do it at once, to place ourselves in 
a position of safety at once, than to wait four or 
five years? 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I do not rise to 
discuss the details of this bill. I approve it, and 
jut my object in rising is to 


/enter a kind of protest against the sentiments I 


have heard advanced here to-day, that it is dan- 
gerous to increase our military means because 
England might take offense at such a measure, 
and that it might augment the irritation already 
prevailing in that country. Ido not believe in 
such a perey of forbearance, as I have already 
shown by my action in the Senate. 


When the information first reached us some | 
time since that a peace would soon probably term- | 


inate the war prevailing in Europe, | submitted 
a resolution instructing the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to inquire into the expediency of increasing 
the Navy of the United States. f thought this 
was a precautionary measure, dictated as well by 


| supply of arms, and they should be of the best | 


| something like three dollars or three dollars and | 


If the Senate is not | 





| 
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prudence as by patriotism. Before it was in my 
power to move the adoption of the resolution, ] 
was prevented by an accident from attending the 
Senate, and when I was able to resume my seat | 
was told by the chairman of the Naval Committe, 
that the subject of the augmentation of our mari. 
time force had engaged their attention, and that 
he was about to report a bill for that purpose 
This was done within a day or two; and under 
these circumstances I thought it inexpedient to 
press my proposition. The bill was passed; and 
though I think the increase it provides falls short 
of what the situation of the country demands 
yet I voted for it with pleasure, as an important 
step in the right direction. 

Sir, the external circumstances affecting us have 
materially changed since the annual estimates 
were laid before Congress. We had, indeed, at 
that time differences pending with England, but 
these differences have since assumed a much more 
serious character there and here; and as their 
gravity has increased, and with it the public ex. 
citement, England finds herself upon the point of 
being relieved from a terrible conflict, which de- 
manded all her energies and resources, and opera- 
tedasa security for her moderation towards other 
Powers, inducing her to yield to the suggestions 
of prudence what she might refuse to the dictates 
of justice. If she is freed from the present strug- 
gle she will come out of it with the possession of 
a great unemployed force, and with the loss of 
much of her military prestige, added to disap- 
pointed hopes and wounded national vanity aris- 
ing out of the events of a war which have been 
more favorable to the renown of her ancient 
enemy and recent friend, and always rival, than 
to her own. 

It might well be, sir, that, in this condition of 
comparative humiliation, she might have no ob- 
jections to seeking in the West that glory which 
she had anticipated, but had failed to find, in the 
East; or, at any rate, these considerations might 
operate to render her more tenacious of the posi- 
tions she had assurned, and less disposed to meet 
us in a spirit of moderation. And certainly, sir, 
no man can fail to observe that, as the probability 
of peace has grown stronger, the bluster in Eng- 
land—I borrow the word from Lord John Rus- 
sell, who applied it to Mr. Polk—has become 
more violent, till the latter is almost a measure- 
ment of the former. 

It is not long since this feeling was indicated b 
a distinguished review, the North Briton, which 
observed by way of warning, or of threatening, 
or probably both, that the same fleet which passes 
the summer in the Black Sea may pass the winter 
in the Gulf of Mexico. It was at no time im- 
edb 7 to look at our means of attack and defense, 

yut it is our especial duty to do so as the affairs 
of the country become more critical. There is 


| one peculiarity in our condition, which our whole 


history has disclosed, and that is an insuperable 
objection in the minds of the American people to 
the permanent support of a great military estab- 
What Mr. Madison called the armor 
and attitude of war, will never be assumed until 
war is upon us. Of course, our arrangements to 
meet it are hastily made, but they are made with 
a spirit and energy which no other country has 
ever displayed, and which enable us to face events 
as they are forced upon us. And I observe that 
even the London Times is not blind to this nation- 
al characteristic, its vision being obviously ren- 
dered clearer by the occurrences in the Crimea. 
Speaking of war it says: 

* Our merchants would find a foe as well as a rival in 
every part of the world. We are aware that we should 
have to deal with an enemy inheriting all our enterprise 
and daring, but not burdened, as we are, by a national debt 
and a host of ineapables, or trammeled by a court, an aris- 
tocracy, and the routine of which the report from the Crimea 
discloses such sadly fantastic examples. We do not for- 
get how quickly the United States raised the armies that 
reduced Mexico and wrested from her whole previnces. 
We know that twenty-five millions of men of European 
and chiefly Bntish blood are not to be despised. We could 
hardly expect to suffer much less damage than we could 


inflict.” 

The fact is, we have in the United States no 
soldiers in the European acceptation of the term; 
no class set apart for the business of fighting. 
Our embodied military force is too small to form 
an exception to this remark; but the whole na- 
tion is a nation of soldiers when the safety of the 
country demands their services. Habituated 
to fire-arms, and fitted by habit for almost any 
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employment, each feels his own interest involved I know it has been apologetically said here, for 


inthe general welfare, and all are ready to repair 
from their homes to the battle-field, prepared to 
do their duty, and animated by a spirit of patriot- 
‘em which leaves to the Government the task of 
jetermining whose voluntary offers shall be de- 
clined, not whose shall be accepted. The difficulty 
is in saying who shall stay, not who shall go. 
The world has never seen such displays of mili- 
tary ardor and patriotism as are furnished by the 
history of this country in periods of difficulty and 
danger. 

This very state of things, however, renders it 
but the more proper to regard with careful atten- 
tion the course and conduct of other nations, the 
pretensions they advance, and the results which 
their measures appear to foreshadow. Obvious 
as this duty is, it 1s scarcely ever fulfilled, but 
the ery immediately goes forth, and often from 
this place, that war is desired. It is an idle 
charge, sir, scarcely deserving serious refutation. 
To adopt the side of our country in her dispute 
with another Power is not to desire war. It is 
to desire that humiliating concessions should not 
be made, but that, if war is forced upon us, we 
should be ready to meet its responsibilities. Its 
true aim is to avert war, not to invite it; to 
avert it by showing that we are aware of our po- 
sition, and are not to be driven from it by arro- 
gance and injustice. My friend from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Bext,] as true a patriot as we have amongst 
us, in his remarks the other day, fell into this 
error. He renewed the oft-repeated story of my 
bellicose disposition towards England, (this is his 
word, not mine,) founding the charge upon noth- 
ing better than the freedom with which I examine 
her pretensions, and the earnest desire I express, 
as lam convinced my country is right, that she 
vill yield nothing to the unjust demands made 
upon her. 

The Senator seemed to think that this course 
of discussion here would be considered by Eng- 
land as a determination to cut the Gordian knot 
with the sword. So be it, sir, if she has the arro- 
gance to view the debates here as trenching upon 
her rights and honor—as a menace, to adopta 
phrase which the Senator used upon that occa- 
sion. If the statesmen, or people of England, in 
that spirit of assumption so often displayed in 
her history, connect the free discussion of our 
cause with the determination to appeal from the 
arbitrament of reason to that of foree, let them 


learn to correct their error in the school of ex- | 


perience. I repeat what | before said, the people 
of this country desire no war with England. 
Every man knows the calamities which such a 
rupture would bring with it; and certainly, at 
my time of life, and with the experience I have 
had, I am among the last to look with satisfac- 
tion upon such a prospect. But we are not to 
lay our hands upon our mouths and our mouths 
in the dust, lest a foreign Power should see in 
the examination of their conduct a foregone de- 
termination to engage in hostilities. I agree, at 
least, with one sentiment recently advanced by 
Lord Palmerston, that ‘* what a Government has 
to consider is the justice of its cause, and what 
is befitting the honor and dignity of the country.” 
That, I trust, will ever be our rule of action; and 
if it leads to peace, so much the better, but if to 
war, we should meet it as we may. 

We find no example, either formerly or re- 
cently, in English history, of this careful atten- 
tion to the feflings of another nation, and of this 
studied purpose to avoid giving offense by avoid- 
ing the vensiog of national differences. Why, 
sir, the people and the press of England, are 


equally violent in their denunciations of our coun- | 


try and her position. I am not going to quote 
the terms of abuse so lavishly employed. ‘They 
show how improvement follows practice; for, in 
the extensive experience we have heretofore had 
on the receipt of similar national favors, we have 
received none more significant than these. The 
articles from the leading journals which prove 


this state of feeling have been everywhere repub- | 


lished, and read in our country, and precious 


exhibitions they are of good sense and good feeling. | 


In one point of view only are they worthy of 
attention, except as indications of national char- 
acter, and that is, because they are equally indi- 
cations of that deep-reoted sentiment of aversion 
which animates the public mind in that country 
towards the United States. 


| 


| 


| exhibition rather amuses me. 


| teth on his armor, 


apologies are never found wholly wanting, that 
these publications speak only the feelings of the 
editors, and not those of the vreat body of the 
people. Sir, there is no foundation for this dis- 
tinction between writers and readers. The great 
leading papers of London are unerring indications 
of popular sentiment through the island, whether 
leading or led by it, especially when they are 
united, without reference to party distinctions, 
in questions interesting to the English people ; 
and this union is now almost without exception, 
and is of itself one of the most pregnant signs 
of the times. Let no one, therefore, object to 
their examination here in this branch of the 
National Legislature. They are legitimate sub- 
jects, important, indeed, of investigation in the 
consideration of our affairs with England, as they 
furnish the means of investigating the condition 
of the public mind, and how far it is prepared to 
approve extreme measures. He who believes 
that all the London journals, during a session of 
Parliament, when the statesmen and politicians 
of the kingdom are assembled there, strongly 
advocate views of great questions of public policy 
unacceptable to the English people, knows little 
of the causes which operate upon public opinion 
in that country. Straws they may be in them- 
selves so far as respects our course or our cause, 
but they show the force and direction of the 
wind. 

Some of the most violent of these papers are 
the supporters and under the control of members 
of the Cabinet, and appreciate their own position 
too well to give utterance to a single thought in 
relation to grave public matters unacceptable to 
their leaders. When, therefore, I read well-turned 
periods of conciliation uttered by Lord Pal- 
merston in the House of Peers, while he holds 
on with characteristic tenacity to the last letter 
of his construction of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
by which he maintains that the engagement on 
the part of England, that she will not occupy any 
part of Central America except the part provided 
for, does not mean what it says, but it means 
that she will not occupy any more of it than she 
claimed at the date of the treaty, or, in other 
words, that she will not increase her occupation— 
when [ read this, and then turn to the miserable 
diatribe, preéminent for its arrogant abuse against 
the United States, which has recently appeared 
in his journal, the Morning Post, | am free to 
confess that the coarse effusion of the paper more 
than neutralizes the professions of the Peer, and, 
in my opinion, speaks more truly his sentiments. 

In that precious exhibition of British modera- 
tion the world is told that we have no government, 
and are in pretty much the condition of the Gauls 
and Germans in the days of Julius Cesar; and 
that we are as much without the pale of European 
principles as China or — or the African com- 
munities, especially the Kaffir chiefs, to whom 
we are likened; and that we must be dealt with 
differently from civilized nations. It proposes 
that the European Powers should come to a com- 
mon understanding how to deal with us; and that 
France and England should place themselves at 
the head of this new crusade of civilization; that 
they should watch our coasts and search our ves- 
sels, and take men out at their pleasure, upon 
pretexts to be judged by themselves; and if neces- 
sary, this scheme should be carried out to the last 
extremity. And this is the serious proposition 
of a great London newspaper, known to be at- 
tached to, and supporting the interest of, Lord 
Palmerston. The United States are to be tabooed, 
to be declared a political leper, and to be excluded 
from the company of the sovereign Powers of the 
world; and their citizens, like the proscribed caste 
of old, to cry ‘* Unclean, unclean!’’ wherever 
they go. 

I have no objection to the indulgence of that 
boasting pomeeenty which makes part of the 
English character; indeed, this self-complacent 
We have a com- 
plete display of it at this moment; and are timely 
warned that, on the firing of the first hostile gun, 
our commerce is to be swept from the ocean, our 
sea-board devastated, our cities plundered and 
destroyed, and, I suppose, our national independ- 
ence annihilated. “Pet not him boast that put- 
says the volume of inspira- 
tion, no less than the volume of human expe- 
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fanfaronade is an old story. A certain General, 
named Burgoyne, said, in the British House of 
Commons, at the commencement of our revolu 
tionary war, that he could march threugh the 
Colonies at the head of a single r riment of dra- 
And I believe that was thi neral senti- 
mentin England; it was truly an English one. 
In a few months the self-sufficient orater 
exchanged St. Stephen’s chapel for the forests of 
America, and placing himself at the head of a 
W il-appoint d army of seven or eight thousand 
men, he marched into our country a few short 
miles, and there fulfilled his promise by an un- 
conditional surrender of his army. ; 

When we entered upon our last war with Eng- 
land, our flag was contemptuously designated as 
striped bunting, and our armed ships as fir-built 
frigates; but when we came out of it, that striped 
bunting had so often floated over St. George's 
cross, and those fir-built frigates had so often 
redeemed their character in desperat 


Foons. 


short 


conflicts 
and by capturing their opponents, that even na- 
tional vanity, in its own defense, was compelled 
And 
this exaltation of theirown power ext nds beyond 
us to the other nations of the world; for but a 
few short months have passed away since Peters- 
bureh and Moscow were to fall, and the Czar to be 
driven back to the primitive inheritance of the 
Russian rulerin Asia. But Moscow, and Peters- 
burgh, and Russia, have survived the power and 
the threats of England. 


to admit the prowess of our gallant navy. 


It is wonderful, sir, to observe what ignorance 
of the true condition of our institutions pervades 
the English journals, and, l may add, the English 
community. Among the crude speculations 


| which have recently come to us from the other 


side of the Atlantic, are some regarding the pres- 
ent posture of our affairs with England. It is 
supposed we have no Government, and that Con- 
and the President and the country are 
cuided by the idlest motives that ever entered into 
the human imagination. I shall not stop to re- 
peat them, contenting myself with observing that 
the failure of the House of Representatives to 
elect a Speaker seems to have been considered the 
knell of the Government. It is emphatically 
termed the DEAD Lock—an insuperable bar to our 
progress. Now, sir, to usin this country it is 
really laughable to suppose that such an incident 
as that could exert the slightest influence upon 
the destinies of our institutions. They are con- 
trolled by far higher causes—by the will of the 
American people; and if this dead lock, as it is 
called, had even continued during the whole term 
of the present Congress, the people would have 
stood between their institutions and danger, and 
would have taken efficient measures to insure 
the operations of theirGovernment. In fact, sir, 
such is the moral power of our institutions, that 
the political machine would for a while almost go 
on by its own momentum. From the landing at 
Jamestown and at Plymouth, our history is a 
school teaching how free and equal Governments 
may be organized and maintained by the sponta- 
neous action of the people, in the face of what- 
ever obstacles may occasionatly present them- 
selves. 

While I was in Paris, an incident happened, 
which furnishes another example of this Euro- 
pean ignorance. It is worth referring to in this 
connection as a characteristic trait. When the 
news reached there that there had been some dis- 
turbances in Harrisburg, which had caused the 
members of the Legislature to quit their hall of 
assemblage, there was a good deal of excitement, 
and it was considered, if not an actual revolu- 
tion, as the precursor of one. The state of things 
in this country was judged by the state of things 
in France, and the members of the Chamber of 
Deputies could not be driven by violence from 
their seats without an explosion which would 
shake the kingdom. I was asked by a distin- 
guished French functionary—and with a manner 
which seemed to say, your country is in a bad 
way—what would be the probable result of this 
interruption of the public authority ?—for Harris- 
burg or Washington was, | suppose, to them the 
same thing. I answered, thut the next packet 
would probably bring information that some jus- 
tice of the peace had issued his warrant, and that 
the offenders had been apprehended and punished, 
and that with this exercise of authority the whole 


2ress 


rience, ‘‘but him who putteth it off.” This |) matter would passaway. And such, in fact, was 
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the result. With one exception, this Govern- 
ment, in my opinion, sir, is the strongest Gov- 
ernment on the face of the globe. There is no 
question but a sectional one which can destroy 
it. If we learn to be wise and avoid all irritating in- 
terference between the North and the South, leav- 
ing every portion of our country to manage its 
affairs for itself, upon its own responsibility, we 
may reasonably look forward to the indefinite ex- 
tension of the best and freest form of government 
ever committed to man. If we do not, we may 
learn wisdom at as great a sacrifice as man ever 
paid for his error. oa 

After these experiments of the British press, to 
which I have referred, upon the taste and feelings 
of their own country, and upon the forbearance of 
this, it required a good deal of courage on the part 
of the London Times, while alluding to the views 
entertained, to say: ** We believe that much of 
this recklessness [that is, anadvocacy of our own 
-cause] is owing to the habitually pacific tone in 
which the United States are constantly spoken 
of in England.’’ 

[ am at a loss to judge whether this remark is 
an assertion or a sarcasm. If the former, it is as 
little creditable to the wisdom as to the veracity 
of that reckless paper. If the latter, it is one 
redeeming concession, the more valuable as it is 
almost without example. 

‘*The British people,’’ says the same great 
controller of sili opinion in England, ‘ are 
very slow to go to war, but they are still slower 
to make peace.’? This national trait, thus dis- 
covered and disclosed, must push the credulity 
of John Bull about as far as he can bear, and that 
is saying a good deal; while the pretension excites 
the ridicule of the rest of the world. It has been 
often said, that the last person a man knows is 
himself; and that the remark is equally true of 
nations, needs no better illustration than this 
vaunt of the disposition of England to bear and 
forbear, evinced by the slowness and reluctance 
with which she suffers herself to be driven into 
hostilities. 


‘The British PEOPLE ARE VERY SLOW TO GO| 


9? 


ro war!”’ Why, sir, their history for centuries 
= has been litle else than a history of their 


iostilities with the other Powers of the earth, | 


civilized and uncivilized, for they have been very 


impartial in their aggressions, as neither Chris- | 


tian nor Pagan has escaped their assaults. 

** Slow to go to war !’’ Why, for the last ene 
hundred and fifty years they have hardly been 
at peace. Their armed ships have been prowling 


round the world, seeking territory they might de- | 


vour, 
tinents to the smallest islet that decks the ocean. 
If they had a temple of Janus, as had the Romans, 
their predecessors in wars and acquisitions, it 
would be as seldom shut as the memorable temple 
of old, 

** Slow to go towar!’’ This very journal—the 
Times—told its readers, but a short time ago, 
that the British Government went to war with 
Burmah for a disputed claim of £990. 


Ay,and finding it, too—from mighty con- | 


** Slow togo to war !’’ but quick enough to go to 


war with China, in order to compel that country 
to permit the importation of opium—a drug de- 
structive of the health and morals of its people; 
and successful enough to make that privilege one 
of the conditions of peace, equal to €7,000,000 
sterling annually. 
jeet, for I have no wish to follow its details. 


They are before the world, and will pass to the | 


judgment of posterity. 

‘** Slow to go towar!’’ The last accounts from 
India tell ws that the populous kingdom of Oude 
is about to follow the fate of the other native 
Governments of Hindostan, and to swell the 


mighty possessions of the Merchant Company 


I merely glance at this sub- | 


which rules the immense territories upon the | 


Indus and the Ganges. 


Mr. President, I desire to do no injustice to | 


England. [appreciate all she has done for the 
intellectual advancement of mankind, for morality 
and civilization. Butwhen she plays the Pharisee, 
and thanks God she is not like other nations, but 
shuns war and acquisitions, I, for one, feel little 
disposed to yield to the boasts or denunciations 
of her politicians or her journals, Ihave touched 
but a few facts in her career. They might be 
made to assume a formidable array.” I refer to 
nothing which is not before the world and a 
legitimate topic of examination, He who be- 


| be felt and approved by the American people. 
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lieves that the wrath of England may be depre- | 
cated, or her designs ** turned away”’ by studied 
silence in our country, or in this high place of | 
our country, knows little of the ceaseless opera- 
tion of human rivalry and ambition. I am not 
one of those who believe that by shutting our 
eyes to danger we may avert it. That is best 
done by looking it in the face and preparing for 
it. No nation ever eseaped war by closing their | 
eyes to its approach; and no nation ever brought 
iton by the exhibition of a resolute determination | 
to resist agrression. 

We have already, sir, it appears to me, treated 
this subject quite delicately—gingerly I may say— 
in the Senate. We had better look at things as | 
they are, and call them by their right names. I 
sincerely trust we shall have no war. And when 
I consider the condition of the two countries, and 
the calamitous effect of a war upon both, | can 
hardly believe that English statesmen will push 
the differences to that extremity, though certainly 
there are ominous portents above the horizon 
which warns us that a storm may not be far off. | 
But, at any rate, our safety will not be increased | 
nor danger diminished by sitting still and closing | 
our eyes, and our cars, and our mouths to every- | 


thing around us, suffering events to take their || 


own course, controlled by, not controlling, them. 


The latest accounts tell us that several regiments | 


have been ordered from England to Canada. I 
doubt the truth of the report. Some years ago, 
and without reference to the Russian war, the 
3ritish Government withdrew a large portion of 
its troops from that province. It did not need | 
them there; it does not need them there now, 
either for the purpose of defense or of police. 
There is no more immediate fear of an opposition 
to British authority in Canada than there is in 
London. If these troops have been really or- 
dered there, the measure is an act of precaution 
or of menace, foreshadowing ulterior objects 
which depend on the determination of the British 
Government. 

I have seen no speeches in either House of the 
British Parliament, from any member of the Gov- 


| ernment, which give rise to the Jeast expectation | 


| treaty of peace with Great Britain which recog- | 


that the views of the Ministry will be changed 
respecting the differences arising out of the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty. I see, indeed, there are inti- 
mations that they would be willing to submit 
these differences to the arbitrament of some friend- 
ly Power. For one, sir, I do not perceive how | 
such a proposition can ‘be accepted. The question 
in dispute is hardly a question of reference. It 
does not relate to disputed facts, nor to the fair 
construction of the engagements of the parties. It | 
is a mere question as to the meaning of a word—the 
word occupy, to bring the matter within its nar- 
rowest compass. I should as soon think of refer- | 
ring to arbitration the meaning of the words FREE, | 
SOVEREIGN, AND INDEPENDENT Srares, in the 


nizes our independence, as the words occupy and 


/ assume and exercise dominion, in the Clayton- | 


Bulwer treaty. The former measure would be | 


| just as reasonable and honorable as the latter. No | 


arbitrator, whether understanding the English 
language or not, can tell us better than we now | 
know what a treaty means when it says, that 
neither party shall occupy or possess any domin- 
ion in Central America, except in the single case 
provided for in the rider annexed to it. Ifan 
other occupation is retained, the treaty is Miche 
And we profess to know what occupation means, 
without resorting to the lexicographical knowl- 
edge or good offices of friend or foe. If England 
can hold possession without occupation, she may 
make out her case. If she cannot, ours is made 
out. The reference of such a question would be | 
but a subterfuge unworthy of our position and 
our cause. 

Under these circumstances, and in the state of | 
our foreign relations, I shall vote for the propo- | 
sition of the Military Committee. I think we are 


' called upon to do so by considerations which will 


| for the yeas and nays on the engrossment of this 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when I called | 


bill, and recorded my vote against it, 1 supposed 
I had discharged all the duty which would pertain 
to me in relation to it. 
which induced me to vote against it. 


One was | 


|| the want of specificness in the appropriations; but | 


that difficulty has been obviate 


| 
| i 
| 
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ment which has been proposed by the Senator from 
California. Ido not ar however, to put myself 
under that mantle of candor which the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Tovcry]} was disposed to 
throw over us, and leave my motives in any 
doubt. No matter in what shape this bill may 
be put, I shall vote against it for one reason 
which has not been adverted to by any Senator. 
I do not believe in the propriety of these national 
workshops. Ido not believe there is any more 
propriety or economy in keeping up a hational 
machine shop to manufacture arms, than there jg 
in keeping up a national tailor shop to manufac. 
ture uniforms. I think our experience will show 
that we can get a much better arm, and ata much 
less cost, if we go to the private manufacturer 
who makes them—for instance, to Colt, who 
makes pistols, or Sharpe, who makes rifles—than 
we can by keeping up the national armories. | 
believe our policy in this respectis wrong. This 
would be an abundant reason to justify me in 
voting against this bill, but I do not wish, to 
shield myself there. I vote against it, because [ 
do not think it is called for. [do not think it is 
wanted. I consider it an unnecessary and use- 
less expenditure of the public money. 

Having said this much more particularly in re- 
gard to the bill under consideration, I desire to say 
a word or two in regard to the general subject 
which has been discussed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. a He misunder- 
stood me if he supposed that | said it was my 
opinion that any Senators who had made speeches 
in regard to our relations with England desired 
war. Ido not believe there is a sane person in 
the United States who desires a war with England. 





| I never thought so, and I never said so; but I did 


think, and I did say, and | think and say now, 


| that the tendencyof speeches in the Senate has 


been to provoke war. The effect of them, what- 
ever may be their intent, has been to produce that 
very state of feeling which they deprecate. I 
think too much heed is given to newspaper articles, 
I believe it is giving too much consequence to 
them to answer them in the Senate. My opinion 
is that, when a newspaper comes to us containing 
such statements as have been alluded to by the 
Senator from Michigan, the better way of answer- 
ing them would be to allow our own newspapers 
to do it. If the British press has abused us, we 
have newspapers in this country to return what 
they say; and if they will only abuse the British 
half as badly as they have abused the Abolition- 
ists, the British will get a great deal worse than 
they send, and the matter need not be introduced 
here. [Laughter.] Now, sir, I have a London 
re do not often get one, but by accident I 
1ave got one this morning, and I desire to read an 
extract from the London Daily Telegraph of 
February 20, a very late date. It says: 


** The arrival of the Africa, as announced in our yester- 
day’s impression, bringing news from New York uf to the 
6th instant, by no means tends to lessen the fear enter- 
tained by many that a rupture with the United States is 
almost inevitable. Every fresh packet from the other side 
of the Atlantic more and more convinces us of the correct- 
ness of the views we have expressed, that it behooves Eng- 
land to be up and stirring, or otherwise we will find the foe 
at our doors before being prepared to meet him. Important 
debates have taken place in the Senate, and unmistakable 
has been the language of Mr. Sewarp,and Mr. Foor of 
Vermont. The latter Senator has thrown down the gauntlet 
of detiance’?—— 


Mr. CASS. Am I outof that scrape? [Laugh- 
ter. 
‘te. HALE. Yes, sir, entirely. 


“The latter Senator [Mr. Foot] has thrown down the 


gauntlet of defiance, and beards England on her very soil. 


_ that paper to answer it. 


We are now warned off; and if we tail to obey the haughty 
and insulting mandate, we are to be ‘removed by force of 
arms,’ ”? 

Finally, this article says: 

“We are afraid there is but one way to settle this dis- 
pute, and that is at the point of the bayonet. The aggres- 
sive spirit of the people of the United States requires an 
humbling, and it is for us to perform the task.”’ 

I would suggest the propriety of sending this 
article to the Washington Union, and allowing 
But, sir, that is not the 
only news we have from Europe, and England is 


_ not the i country watching us—we being the 
l 


great Republic of the world. I propose to read 
an extract from the French organ, La Patrie, the 


I had various reasons | 0'S8" of Louis Napoleon’s administration: 


“ Le nouveau ident dela Chambre des Représentans, 
M. NaTHANIEL BANks, est un noir appartenant a la rep- 
resentation Républicaine de Massachusetts. En sa double 


by the amend- |) qualité d@’homme de couleur et d’Abolitioniste, M. Bans 
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The translation of this is: 


« At last Congress is organized. We have grounds to 
hope it will exert itself to regain the time that has been lost. 
The new presid: nt of the House of Representatives, Mr. 
NaraanieL P. Banks, is a black, [laughter,) a member of 
the House delegation from the State of Massachuseits. In 
jis double quality of a colored man and an Aboilitiouist, [re 
yewed laughter, ) he has inspired a profound aversion among 
the members from southern States. This nomination is a 
double blow, which hits the Democratic party on one side, 
apd the Know-Nothings on the other.’’ (Laughter.] 


That is from a newspaper published in France. 
The honorable Senator from Michigan read from 
one paper which he said was Lord Palmerston’s 
paper, and he charged its sentiments upon Lord 


jire une profonde aversion aux représentans des Etats 
Cette nomination est un double échee qui frappe | 


Palmerston because it was his paper. This, l 


am told, is Louis Napoleon’s paper. 

Mr. CASS. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. lam so informed. 

Mr. CASS. The Moniteur is the French offi- 
cjal paper. 


Mr. HALE. Since Louis Napoleon estab- | 


lished the censorship of the press, I believe he 
does not allow any opposition papers to be pub- 
lished in France. [Laughter.] 

Mr.CASS. Louis Napoleon knew better than 
to call Mr. Banxs a Negro. He has been in 


this country, and he would not publish such stuff | 


1 
as that. 


Mr. HALE. 


The Senator is arguing from 


general principles against a specific allegation; | 
L think if Louis Napoleon | 


but that 1s not fair. 
had read all that was said in this country about 
Mr. Banxs, he might very well conclude that he 
was a black man, [laughter;] for, if I remember 
correctly, the Administration papers in this coun- 
try have called hima ‘ black Republican;’’ and 
probably Louis Napoleon supposed that, being 
a black Republican, he must, of course, be a 
black man. [Laughter.] I think, therefore, that 
this extract is entitled to as much consideration 
as the other. 1 have read the two to show that 
we ought not to govern ourselves in our action 
here by newspapers, and that we may very well 
leave Our Own newspapers to answer such state- 
ments. I think the honorable Senator from 
Michigan has fallen into the mistake of giving too 
much consequence to newspaper paragraphs. 
Sir, { think the question of a war with England 
is too serious to be treated in this manner. My 
opinion is, that the building of the suspension 


bridge at Niagara Falls, by which trains of cars | 


pass and repass every day, has done more to pre- 


serve peace with England than the building of | 


your ten additional sloops of war, and the passing 
of your fortification bill, and the giving these 


$3,000,000 to the Secretary of War, will do. An- | 


other large 
Lawrence, } 
expense of something like $10,000,000; and when 
that is done, it will do more to preserve friendly 
relations with England than all the additions you 
may make to your Army and Navy for fifty years 
to come. j 
Detroit, I think it would be equally potent in 
sustaining the same friendly relations. 

But, Mr. President, if we are in such great 


bridge is being built across the St. 


danger of war with England that there is a neces- || 


sity for increasing our fortifications and building 
additional slogps of war. why do you not go 
where our commerce is? The commerce of the 
northern lakes and the Erie canal exceeds our 
foreign commerce on the Atlantic Ocean; but there 
is no thought of danger there. During the past 
winter 1 have been upon those lakes, and the 
only show of a naval force that I saw there was 
one little steamer, which was hauled up, frozen 
in, and covered over with slab covering. 


at Montreal, by British capital, at an | 


If they would build another bridge at | 


Foor] is transformed intoa Jack the Giant-killer, 
bearding Great Britain, and provoking war, is a 
proof to my mind that those paragraphs are not 
a correct indication either of the state of facts 
here or of public opinion abroad. 

Sir, I have not the utmost confidence in the 
present nationaladministration; but [have enough 
confidence in them to Jeave to them the levitimate 
duties which pertain to the executive, especially 
as they have only about eleven or twelve months 
left, during which they are to manage the coun- 
try. My confidence increases exactly in the in- 
verse ratio of the duration of their existence. 
{Laughter.] The shorter the time, the greater 
my confidence. Still I am willing to leave to the 
Administration, while it remains in power, every- 
thing that belongs to it. I do not believe that the 
success of negotiations, and the prospect of a 
friendly termination of our relations with foreign 
Powers, will be increased by the discussion of 
them in the Senate. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan says 
that Great Britain has offered to refer the ques- 
tion in dispute to arbitration, but that there is 
nothing to refer, because we know the meaning 
of the word ** occupy.”’ Let me tell him that 
that arzument is as good in Great Britain as it is 
here; they knew the meaning of the word ‘ oc- 
cupy’’ just as well as we do. They may get 
their definition from Johnson, and we from Web- 
ster, and that, perhaps, is the only difference; 
but by the comity of nations, each can read the 
other’s dictionary, so that they have as good an 
opportunity of knowing the meaning of the word 
as we have. I remember that, ten years ago, 
more or less, we had another dispute with Eng- 
land, which Mr. James Buchanan, (who then 
held the second place in the Government, but 
now means to hold the first,) our Secretary of 
State, refused to arbitrate. I think he wrote a 
series of letters, in which he demonstrated that 
our title to the territory in dispute was so clear 
that it would be an impeachment of it if we en- 
tertained a proposition to refer it to arbitration, 
because that would be an admission that there 
was some doubt about it. Such was the purport 
of Mr. Buchanan’s refusal to arbitrate; but what 
was the end of that chapter. The result was, 
that land, our title to which was so clear that it 
would be an impeachment of it to entertain a mo- 
tion to refer it to arbitration, was given away 
without areference. We wentto the defendant's 
side of the docket and made default. Being called 
three times solemnly to come into court, we did 
not appear, and the British took the whole coun- 
try by default. That was a case where our Sec- 
retary of State demonstrated our title to be so 
| clear that he would not listen to any talk abouta 

reference of it. 
| I shall not undertake to advise the Executive 

until I am asked to do so; but, humble as I 

am, I desire to say that I do not wish to declare 


that I will not consent to refer this dispute to | 


arbitration. I never had any right which was so 
strong in my own judgment that | was not willing 
to submit the question of whether it was mine 
or not to the independent judgment of an honest 
tribunal; and as I would never do so as a private 


|| individual I never would do it as a nation, par- 


ticularly when, as the honorable Senator says, 
we know what the word means. But we also 
know that the British know it just as well as we 
do. Ifthatbe the case, and if the Administration 
of Great Britain offers, in a good spirit, to refer 
the question to arbitration, | would refer it. I 


|| would not be so arrogant as to say, ‘‘ My case is 


That | 


was the only pretense of naval force on the great | 


lakes, where our commerce exceeds that on the 
Atlantic ocean. 

I believe this is all mistaken policy; we do not 
Want war. If we are to be believed, and we un- 
doubtedly are, we do not want war, and we do 
not mean to provoke war. We mean to stand for 
Justice and for right; and if so, we shall not have 
war. 


graphs of the London Times and the London 


| so clear that I will not submit it to an umpire.”’ 
The very fact that a man refuses to put himself 
in that position, and refuses to submit to arbitra- 
tion because his right is so very clear that he will 
not have it questioned, is sometimes taken by an 
uncharitable world to be the evidence, not of a 


'| clear conviction in his own mind that his right 


But the fact that in the newspaper para- | 


Telegraph, so peaceable, quiet, respectable, or- | 


derly, and peace-loving a citizen of this commu- 
nity as the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


is indisputable as he asserts it to be, but as evi- 
| dence of a lurking scepticism that when it comes 
to be investigated it may not be so good and so 
firm as he has bragged it to be. That is the way 
the world will judge when such a proposition is 
made and refused. 

Having said this much simply to place myself 
correctly on the record in regard to the sugges- 
tion made to me by the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, I desire to come back to this bill. I 
| am opposed ‘to it decidedly. There are, to my 
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mind, insuperable objections to it. lL have referred 
to the want of specification in the appropriations, 
but that has been obviated, and therefore I shall 
not press that point. In the next place, I do not 
agree in the propriety of keeping up the national 
workshops for the manufacture of arms. But 
behind, and beyond this, I go against the bill be- 
cause | believe it is an unnecessary, uncalled-for 
expenditure of the pubhe mon y at this time. 

Besides, sir, I think there is great force in the 
suggestions made by the honorable Senator from 
‘Tennessee, [Mr. Bett.] This session will prob- 
ably last for some months to come, and it takes 
but a little while to hear from England;and if the 
emergencies of the crisis sheuld be so great that 
the voice of the country should say we were 
called upon to rise and gird ourselves for the battle 
and prepare for the struggle, there will be time 
enough in the protracted months of this session 
yet before us to prepare ourselves for any such 
extraordinary emergency as that. I voted against 
all such bills when we were engaged in a war, 
and I never regretted it and never repented of it. 
When an Administration was in war, I was will- 
ing to give them just as much as they wanted to 
bring the army home and make an honorable 
peace, but nothing more. I was not prepared to 
xo into the vitals of Mexico, as the Adminis- 
tration then in power recommended. My judg- 
ment has approved the votes which I gave on that 
occasion, and I have never for a moment regret- 


| ted them. If I was not willing to place extraordi- 
nary means in the hands of an Administration 


engaged in war, I am certainly not willing now, 
when these bellicose—it is a word which has 
been used twice to-day, and I suppose has become 
classical, and I can use it without being called to 
order for using an improper phrase—when these 
bellicose demonstrations are made beforehand, te 
give this great additional power to the Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. IVERSON. 1do notrise, Mr. President, 
to make a set speech on this subject. It is too 
late in the day to do that, and it would be in bad 
taste; but I desire to enter my protest against the 
position which has been occupied by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bex] and others, in rela- 
tion to the policy and propriety of this measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. If my friend from Georgia 
prefers to go on to-morrow, I will suggest the 
propriety of yielding to me at this time, as | have 
occasion to ask for an executive session. 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir; I prefer to go on 
now; [ shall occupy but ashort time. The Sen- 
ator from ‘Tennessee, as I understand, objects to 
this appropriation; among other reasons, because 
it may swell the current which seems to be run- 
ning in this country and Great Britain towards a 
rupture between that Government and ourselves. 
He is apprehensive that a movement of this sort 
would offend the delicate sensibilities of John 
Bull; and, therefore, he thinks we ought net to 
adopt it. Now, sir, for one, I do not know 
whether every movement of this Government to- 
wards fortifying our coast, and increasing our 
national! defenses would, offend the delicate sen- 
sibilities of John Bull or not. The Senator seems 
to think that it may, and that John Bull—that 
sturdy and unruly animal—would kick up. I 
will not offend the delicate sensibilities and ears 
polite of this presence by using an expression 
which, doubtless, will be suggested to the mind 
of every gentleman present; but I will say that, 
if every movement of this Government towards 
strengthening our defenses shall make John Bull 
restive, and cause him to kick up, let him kick 
and rear as much as he pleases until he is tired. 
It is our duty, and the honor and safety of our 
country demand that we should put ourselves in 
a position of defense. 

Sir, according to the proposition and argument 
of the honorable Senator from Tennessee, we 
should not only refuse to vote this appropriation 
to put our national arms in a condition of useful- 
ness to the country, but we should stop the con- 
struction of our fortifications which have been 
already begun; we should not build any other 
fortifications; and, to carry out the argument to 
its legitimate extent, in order to avoid offense to 
the British people, we should disband the Army 
of the United States, because, I suppose, that, at 
least, would be evidence conclusive to our delicate 
and sensible friends onthe other side of the water 
that we had no hostile intentions towards them. 
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Would the Senator advocate a policy of that 
sort? Are we to fold our arms, are we to sus- 
pend all our improvements in this country, be- 
cause, forsooth, Jolin Bull may become offended, 
und suppose we entertain hostile views towards 
him? That seems to be the argument of the 
honorable and distinguished Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Sewanp,] who has objected to this 
bill because it may be construed into a hostile 
demonstration on the part of this Government. 
Sir, | must express my surprise at the course 
which the honorable Senator from New York has 
exhibited during this session. At the commence- 
meut of the session, Ww hen the debate originated 
on the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, that honorable 
Senator made what was considered here and else- 
where as a most warlike speech. With a spirit 
of manliness and patriotism which I thought did 
him honor, he came to the support of the Admin- 
istration on this important and delicate subject. 
He said that the Administration had taken the 
proper course, that the construction which it had 
put on the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was the correct 
construction, and that he was not only disposed 
to support the Administration; but to support it 
even to the extentof war, if war should be neces- 
sary, to sustain the rights and honor of the coun- 
try. ‘To use an expression which the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire has rendered class- 
ical on this occasion, he made the most bellicose 
speech that was uttered in the Senate. He was 
noteven behind the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] 

When I heard these various speeches at the 
opening of the debate, | congratulated myself that 
there was a general unity and conformity of sen- 
timent amongst the three parties of the country 
on this great and important subject. The distin- 
guished Senator from Delaware, [Mr. CLayton,] 
not now in his seat, is understood to be at the 
head of what is called the American party—what 
we call the Know Nothing party. “The Senator 
from New York stands at the head and front of 
what he and his friends call the Republican party, 
but what their opponents call, from their peculiar 
idiosyneracy, the Black Republican party. The 
distinguished Senator from Michigan is the em- 
bodiment, as well as the leader of the great Dem- 
ocratic party of the Union. These gentlemen, 
standing thus at the head of the three great Amer- 
ican parties, all came together and expressed 
the same sentiments, the same feelings, and 
the same high-minded and honorable patriotism 
which, I trust, will, on every proper occasion, be 
exhibited by the whole American people. But, 
sir, the Senator from New York, now, and in one 
or two other speeches which he has done us the 
honor recently to present tous, seems to be back- 
ing out from te former manly position which he 
occupied in the early part of the debate. Then 
he was like Mars, with his panoply over him and 
shield ready for war; now he is as tender asa 
sucking dove. Then he was for war, if war was 
necessary ; now he is for peace; and he is against 


~ 


any measure which ony have the semblance of a | 


desire on the part of this Government to go to 
war with England. Ido not understand the polic 

which the Senator from New York has exhibited. 
Ido not understand the policy of blowing hot and 
blowing cold in the same breath, of backing and 


'| it and act with honor. 


| American people. 


| subject? 


| to enforce the 


' should be accomplished b 


| not have that effect. 


oust Great Britain of her possession there; but 
| that would bring Nicaragua into conflict with 


filling for which the honorable Senator seems to | 


have so much taste. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who be- 
lieve, or affect to believe, that there is no danger 
of a war with Great Britain. I do not believe 
that war ought to spring out of the negotiations 


and difficulties which now exist between this Gov- | 


ernment and that, and I trustno war willensue; but 
Teannot shut my eyes to the conclusion that there 
is danger—imminent danger—of war between but 
twocountries. Whatisthe position ofthis Govern- 
ment in relation to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty ? 
I is that we demand of Great Britain an execu- 
Hon of that treaty according to our construction 
of it. Is not that what the Administration has 
demanded? Assuredly itis. {[t is what the Sen- 
ator from New York himself has argued and 
defended. ! 


Government, of Great Britain, that she shall faith- 


fully and promeny execute the treaty according | 


tolisterms. Suppose Great Britain shall continue 


execute the treaty according to our construction 
of it, what will this Government do? Perhaps 


l 


It is a demand on the part of this |) 


. | army would be precipitate 
obstinate, and finally shall decide that she will not | 


the honorable Senator would have them do asa | 
celebrated captain of horse, one of the constituents || 
of my honorable friend from Alabama, once did || 


on a similar occasion. He was the commandant 
of a troop of horse in what was called the Creek 
war of 1836, and one of his neighbors, who knew 
him well and watched the progress of his warlike 
movements denounced him among his neighbors 
asmore of ahorse thief than a horse commander. 
Upon one occasion, after this accusation had come | 
to the earsof the redoubtable captain, at a muster | 
ground in his county, he was exceedingly hostile 
and very brave. He said that this man had 
accused him of being a horse-thief, and if he 
came there he would give him a personal chas- 
tisement for his insolence. The words were 
searcely out of his mouth, when the individual 
rode up, and, tying his horse, came into the crowd. 
The captain at once invited him to go behind the 
groggery to have a private interview, and there 
he saidto him, ‘‘ Sir, I understand that you have 
accused me of being a horse-thief; 1 desire to 
know, sir, whether you said so?’’ The gentle- 
man very modestly told him, ‘* Yes, sir, ] presume 
I did say so, because that is my opinion of you; 
now, sir, what do you want 2”? «Oh, nothing, 
sir; l only thought I would ask you.’’ [Laughter. } 

Surely this cannot be the disposition of the 
Are we to bluster up to John 
Bulland talk about warlike measures, and then, if 
he does not execute this treaty, and determines 
not to do it, are we to say, *‘ Our object was merely 
to ascertain your opinion upon this subject?’’ Is 
that the policy which this Government is to pur- 
sue towards Great Britain? Is that unmanly, 
cowardly, and degrading policy the course which 
our Government 1s to pursue on this important 
I trust not. 

What, then, would be the result of a final re- 
fusal 6n the part of Great Britain to execute the 
treaty peseriiiee to its terms—according to our 
understanding of its terms? We must either 
back out from the position which we have as- | 
sumed, or we must go to war with Great Britain 
osition we have taken. One of 
the two is inevitable. Some gentlemen advocate 
the policy of abrogating the treaty; but what | 
that?) Suppose we 
should abrogate it, would that deprive Great Brit- 
ain of her ona gp (which we dispute) of a 
portion of Central America? No, sir, it would 
What effect would it have ? 
What good would it do? Others advocate the 
policy of not only abrogating the treaty, but of 
repealing our neutrality laws so far as Central 
America is concerned, and if a proposition of that 
sort were brought forward I would vote for it to- 
morrow. Suppose we were to do that, and were 
to allow our fillibusters to go to Central America 
and join Walker’s government, they would very 
soon possess the land, and probably they would 


Great Britain. Warbetweenthose nations would 
necessarily ensue, and our honor would demand 
of us to support Nicaragua. We could not avoid 
It would necessarily in- 
volve us in a war with Great Britain. 

View this subject as you please, sir, it seems 
to me that there 1s not only danger, but imminent 
danger, of a war with Great Britain. [admit that 
my opinion cannot stand by the side of those of 
the ** potent, grave, and reverend signiors’? who 
have expressed different opinions; but, neverthe- 
less, it is my opinion, and I give it for what it is 
worth. What would be the condition of the 
United States if we were precipitated into a war 
with Great Britain? She is nowabout to make a 
peace with Russia; and if that peace be now con- 





she has ever been in since the foundation of the 
Government to the present day, for a war with 
the United States. She has a larger naval arma- 
ment than she has ever had before. She hasa 
larger and moter arenes army than she has 
heretofore boasted of; she has the most magni- 
ficent materials of war that any country or any 
age has ever seen. In the event of a war between 
Great Britain and the United States, this immense 
naval armament, this stupendous fabric of an 

d on the United States. 
What would be our condition to meet them? 
Notwithstanding the weak condition in which we 
should be placed towards such tremendous and 
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cluded, Great Britain will be in the best condition 
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overpowering forces as Great Britain would have 
it in her power to bring against us, we stand here 


and talk about voting $3,000,000 to increase the 





|| arms of the United States! 


Sir, the policy of the Father of his Country 
’ 


his injunction to us, was, in time of peace to pre- 


| pare for war; but the honorable Senator from 


Tennessee reverses the proposition of the great 
Washington. His policy is not to prepare fo; 
war in time of peace, but to prepare for war when 
war is upon us. Sir, I differ from the honorable 
gentleman as to the true policy of this Govern. 
ment. If England enters intoa peace with Russia 
with her immense armament and the powerful 
sinews of war which she now possesses, in the 
opinion of the Senator from Michigan, with which 
I concur, # wou!d be an inducement for her to 
adhere firmly and obstinately to the position 
which she has assumed inrelation to the Clayton. 
Bulwertreaty. I believe thatthe British Ministry 
are hostile to this Government, and that there js 
but one possible manner in which war between 
that Government and this can be avoided. She 
would not be willing to come in collision with 
the United States if the peace conferences at 
Paris should end fruitlessly—she would have her 
hands full with Russia; but if peace should be 
established, with all her present means of offens- 
ive and aggressive warfare in her hands, with 
the hostility of the British Ministry exhibited as 
it has been exhibited against this country, there 
is but one hope of peace between the two nations; 
and that is, that the popular voice in Great Britain 
may contro] the British Ministry. Whether it 
will do so or not, is not for me to decide. The 
British Government enters into questions of war 
without reference to the popular voice. They are 
not, as isthe Administration in this country, con- 
trolled by the voice of the people. 

We have every reason to believe that a war is 
imminent between this country and Great Brit- 
ain; and if it is to’come, we ought to be prepared 
for it. We should not only have our Navy in- 
creased to an extent equal to the emergency, but 
we should put all our coast cities in a state of de- 
fense, and I would even go as far as the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and put our lake coast also in a state of de- 
fense. It cando no harm. This appropriation of 
$3,000,000 will be useful, even without war. It 
is called for by the Administration for the pur- 

ose of putting old arms into a good condition. 

he Senator from California, who is chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, states to the 
Senate that the number of old arms distributed 
heretofore to the States amounts to three hundred 
thousand, and that it will require more than 
$1,000,000 to make those arms useful to the peo- 
ple in whose hands they are. Is this nothing to 
be accomplished? Ought not this to be done, even 
without reference to the contingency of a war? 
Besides, the construction of new arms ought to 
keep pace with the improvements which the 
world has made. 

Mr. President, all these various considerations, 
even without reference to the probability of war, 
make this appropriation, at least, plausible; I 
should consider it proper. It is our duty, how- 
ever, to look to the difficulties which exist be- 
tween this Government and Great Britain. The 
Senator from New Hampshire advocates the ref- 
erence of the dispute to arbitration. I do not 
believe the present Administration is willing to 
arbitrate this great subject. For one, I should be 
opposed to that course. I do not think we could 
refer this question to any nation without dishonor 
to the American people. We have taken our po- 
sition, and on that position I think the American 
people are determined to stand. They will sup- 
port this Administration, or any other who shall 
exhibit firmness and patriotism in behalf of the 
rights, interests, and honor of «nis great nation. 

For these reasons, and others to which I might 
advert, if time permitted, 1am in favor of the 
appropriation contained in this bill, and shall 
cheerfully vote for it. 

Mr. BROWN obtained the floor. ; 

Mr. BELL. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
allow me to put the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia right? 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to yielding 
the floor temporarily, if I can retain my right 
to it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I merely wish to 
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